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CURRENT TOPICS. 


So MANY DISASTROUS EPISODES marked the official anni- 

of her Majesty’s birthday last year that we are 
not surprised at the resolution of the learned judges 
(the Master of the Rolls dissentiente) that the courts 
should be closed on that day in the present year. The 
courts, which ought to have been the scene of re- 
splendent raiment and joyous, if dignified, loyalty, were 
last year the abode of misunderstanding and confusion 
of countenance. One learned judge appeared at Nisi 
Prius in the gorgeous robes which, as some one observed 
at the time, commemorate alike the birthday of her 
Majesty and the death of the Saints. Another learned 
mdge, in a court close by, appeared in his ordinary 
robe. And while the members of the inner bar 

4 ’ in the court of the former judge were roundly reproved by 
him for the scanty dimensions of their wigs, the Queen’s 
before the other judge, who had mounted full 

wigs in honour of the day, when they saw 

the black robe of the learned judge, at once disappeared 
dismay and assumed the wig of every day life. 
After these experiences, we say, we are not surprised 
- the judges resolved this year to close the courts on 
the Queen’s birthday, And if there were no such 





person as the suitor there could be little objection to 
the form in which their exuberant legal loyalty mani- 
fested itself. But it would be well that the interests of 
the suitor should not be altogether left out of sight 
when the question of the continuance of the practice is 
settled. And if it is resolved that the day shall ba kept: 
as a holiday, it will certainly be convenient that it 
should be observed throughout all the courts. 





Tus ArTorNex-GeNERAL based his assertion of the 
doctrine that the prerogative of the Crown extends to 
the raising and maintaining of a standing army outside 
this kingdom upon a dubious passage from Hallam; but 
omitted to quote the important words of that learned 
author in which he describes the standing army as “ aé 
least unconstitutional, as distinguished from illegal, and, 
. » » @novelty of much importance, tending to en- 
danger the established laws.” The Lord Chancellor, in 
his more cautious assertion of the same doctrine, laid 
much stress on the alleged fact that, “ throughout 
the whole of the last century an army was kept 
up in Ireland without the consent of the British 
Parliament.” Sir H. James, in his speech off 
Friday week, contradicted this assertion. A  corres- 
pondent of the Times attempted to rebut Sir Hy 
James’s deductions from the Acts of Will. 3 and Geo. 
3, and has, in his turn, been answered by another 
correspondent of the same journal. But neither Sir H. 
James nor the writer in the Zimes has, by quoting these 
legislative provisions, shown how very strong: as to the 
non-existence of any such prerogative as that now claimed 
for the Crown, is the latter of the two statutes referred to. 
The first Act (10 Will. 3, c. 1) provides “ that all other 
the army, regiments . ° officers and soldiers 
within the said kingdom of Ireland shall on or before 
1 May, 1699, be disbanded, except such regiments 

. « not exceeding 12,000 persons, commission 
and non-commission officers included, as before 18th 
April, 1699, shall be particularly expressed in and by 
his Majesty’s Royal Proclamation under the Great 
Seal of Ireland, in which proclamation the par- 
ticular number only of each regiment, troop, and com- 
pany shall be expressed.” The second Act (8 Geo. 3, c. 
12), after reciting the above Act, and also that “the 
public service of these kingdoms doth require that some 
part of the troops kept on the establishment of Ireland 
should be employed towards the necessary defence of 
his Majesty's . . . plantations abroad,” and that 
“it may be expedient that a number of troops, not less 
than 12,000, shall be kept in Ireland,” provides that ** i¢ 
shall be lawful for his Majesty, his heirs and successors, 
to raise and keep up, on the said establishment of Ireland, 
any number of troops, consisting only of his Majesty's 
natural born subjects, not exceeding 15,235 in the whole 
in time of peace.” If the prerogative claimed for the 
Crown to raise and maintain a standing army outside 
England existed, how came it that the consent of Parlia- 
ment was deemed necessary to enable the Crown to in- 
crease the forces in Ireland, and how did Parliament ob- 
tain its power to restrict such forces to natural born 
subjects, or to bind down the Crown toa ig number 
of troops ? 





We are ciap to observe a tendency in influential 
quarters to modify the stringency of the condition of 
sale of real property, giving the vendor the right 
to refuse to comply with the purchaser’s requisitions, 
and to rescind the contract. No conveyancer can 
have failed to meet with instances in which this condi- 
tion has been unfairly used to deny the purcheser an 
answer to perfectly reasonable requisitions, and to drive 
him into acceptance of the title. It is too probable, 
also, that the condition is sometimes used by vendors 
who, having an offer of a better price, refuse to com- 
ply with reasonable requisitions, in the a of being 
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enabled to rescind. We observe that the Liverpool Law 
Society, in revising their form of conditions of sale, 
have added to the condition relating to the power to 
rescind words limiting the right of the vendor to rescind 
to cases in which he is unable to comply with the 
purchaser's requisitions, or unwilling to do ao upon the 
ground that the cost of compliance would be un- 
reasonably heavy; with a provision that if he exercises 
his right to rescind he shall only do so after fourteen 
days’ notice. The modification seems to meet the justice 
of the case, and to be fair to both sides. The fourteen 
days’ interval will give opportunity for negotiations and 
explanation, and the provision restricting the right of 
the vendor to cases of inability or excessive cost will 
go far to remove the oppressiveness of the condition. 
There are other alterations in the new Liverpool form of 
conditions to which we may hereafter call attention. 





OvR EMINENT CORRESPONDENT, Mr. Bateson Wood, of 
Manchester, in a letter we print in another column, has 
taken up the cudgels for the Bill of Sale Amendment 
Bill. The letter reaches us too late for discussion this 
week, and we may safely leave Mr. G. J. Johnson (than 
whom, probatly, few men in the profession have had morte 
practical acquaintance with the law of fixtures) to deal 
with Mr. Bateson Wood’s suggestion that he has confused 
landlord’s fixtures and fixed machinery. But we may 
observe that our correspondent is a little too hasty in his 
remark that the position the owner of a mill, with fixed 
machinery, would be placed in, of either injuring his 
credit by registering the mortgage, or being content to 
get so much less advanced as is represented by the 
diminished value of the mill after the removal of the 
fixtures, is exactly the policy the Bills of Sale Act in- 
tended to establish. The policy that Act intended to 
establish was that where credit was given to a man on 
the strength of his ownership of certain chattels, then 
his credit should be diminished according as his means 
of payment out of those chattels was diminished. If 
Mr. Bateson Wood means by his assertion that ‘‘ the 
fact cannot be controverted that a trader gets credit on 
the faith of the machinery which he seems to possess,” 
that the trader obtains credit on the faith of his 
ownership of the fixed working machinery, then we 
venture to differ with our correspondent. The whole 
point in controversy is whether there is any sufficient 
reason shown for disturbing the rule of law, which is 
well understood by commercial men, and with the know- 
ledge of which they make their advances ? ‘We can find 
no sufficient reason in the observations of Mr. Bateson 
Wood. 








The following additional alterations in the close time for 
wild fowl under the Wild Fowl Preservation Act have been 
made by the Secretary of State for the Home Department: 
—For the county of Glamorgan, so as to be from the Ist of 
March to the Ist of August, and for the county of Gloucester, 
so as to be from the 1st of March to the 31st of July. 


In the Honse of Commons on the 28rd inst., with refer- 
ence to the decision of the Scottish Court of Justic‘ary, 
which we noticed, ante, p. 485, Mr. W. Holms asked the Lord 
Advocate if he was aware that, by a recent decision of the 
= Court of Justiciary, the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
1875, bad practically become inoperative in Scotland; and, 
if so, what steps he proposed to take to remedy that state 
of thinge. The Lord Advocate said his attention had been 
called to the decision in question. ‘The result of that 
decision was rather too strongly put in the question. It only 
affected the sixth clause of the Act, but he admitted that 
it would have the — effect of stopping those prosecu- 
tions. The Act, however, was one which applied to Eng- 
lend as well as Scotlund, and the same point which had 
been decided by the High Court of Justiciary had been 
raised by an appeal from a decision of the magistrates of 
Sheffield. He understood that that appeal wes now pend- 
ing before the courts in this country, and he thought it 
would be better before taking action in the matter to wait 
and see what the judgment in that case might be. 








THE CUSTODY OF PARISH REGISTERS. 


Tue Ecclesiastical Courts and Registries Bill, as origi. 
nally introduced in the House of Lords some years ago, 
included a clause providing that all parish registers 
more than twenty years old should be transferred to the 
Record Office. This clause, in consequence of the 
opposition of the Duke of Richmond, actuated as his 
lordship’s observations seemed to indicate by some of 
the clergy, was struck out on the report of amendments 
in committee. If the public were only thoroughly 
aware of the importance of the matter thus pushed 
aside—if the fact could only be brought home to them 
that an inestimable class of records has been, and still 
is, gradually perishing piecemeal all over the country 
for want of proper custody—we believe there would be 
such a popular outcry as would at once lead to proper 
legislative action for their preservation. We print in 
another column a letter from a correspondent, whose 
attention has probably been strongly called to this 
subject from instances which have come under his 
observation in practice of the difficulty of getting at 
evidence which ought to be obtainable from parish 
registers. He asks for instances of improper dealings 
with these important documents, in order that such 
iustances may be used in support of a movement for a 
Parliamentary inquiry into the subject. Materials are cer. 
tainly not wanting in support of such a movement. In 
1831, questions were sent round to every incumbent of a 
parish as to the number of volumes, dates, and state of 
preservation of the registers in his possession down to 
the year 1812. The answers received are stated to be 
deposited in the British Museum, but an abstract of 


_them was published, from which it appeared that out of 


about 10,000 parishes, rather over one-fifth had no 
registers extending further back than 1700, and that 
600 or 700 began subsequently to 1750. 


From the returns we take the following as illustrating 
the condition in which the registers were kept. At 
Huish Champflower, Northumberland:—“ The early 
registers are mutilated and illegible, occasioned by 
a storm unroofing the church and wetting the con- 
tents of the parish chest.” At Wishaw, Warwick- 
shire, the register begins 1773 :—‘ The earlier registers 
were nearly destroyed by damp, and are supposed to 
have. been totally lost in 1814.” These are merely 
examples of many other entries of the same kind. 
** Register destroyed by fire”; ‘‘register stolen”; 
“register missing,’ are also most frequent returns, 
and in many cases the register seems to have been 
devoted to base uses. For instance, Otterford, Salop:— 
“ About twenty years ago the churchwarden, who was 
a shopkeeper, used some of the registers for waste-paper 
to enfold his goods.” Wainfleet, All Saints, Lincoln- 
shire:—“ The first register has been mutilated apparently 
to write bills in, as a butcher's bill remains on part of 
the last leaf.”” Renhold, Bedfordshire :—*“ Parts of the 
leaves cut out from the year 1668 to 1685. They 
appear to have been cut out by children who have 
evidently been scribbling and drawing figures.’ Bigland, 
in his Observations on Parish Registers, says that in 
one parish the clerk was a tailor, and had cut out more 
than.sixteen leaves of the old register to supply himself 
with measures, And Burn (History of Parochial Regis- 
ters) mentions that the registers of South Otterington, 
previous to the eighteenth century, were used by the parish 
clerk as waste-paper, not a few being employed for the 
purpose of singeing a goose. The same author also men- 
tions that at a farmhouse in Nottinghamshire the leaves 
of the old parochial registers, sewn together, constituted 
the covering of a bedstead, while in another the daughters 
of the parish clerk had cut up the register for parchment 
to be used in manufacturing lace. Coventry (Evidence, 
ed, 1832, p. 49), says, “in a case just laid before the 
writer, it is stated that the parson’s greyhound had 
made her nest in the chest containing the parish regis- 
ters, and that, as the reverend gentleman had a greater 
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affection for the progeny of his companion than the off- 
g of his parishioners, the requisite registers of bap- 
tisms, &c., had become obliterated and partially destroyed.” 
Mr. Taswell Langmead, in an excellent little pamphlet on 
ish registers which he published in 1872, refers to 
the fact which came out in the Huntingdon Peerage 
Claim, that the early registers of Christ Church, Hamp- 
shire, were used by the curate’s wife for the purpose of 
making ketile holders. And Mr. Downing Bruce, in a 
pamphlet published in 1854, stated that the parish 
gegister of Kirby Malzeard, in Yorkshire, for 1653, re- 
by the curate to be lost or stolen, was discovered 
by Mr. Bruce, tattered and torn, behind some old drawers 
in the curate’s back kitchen. 

But, it may be said, these are the results of care- 
esmess no longer likely to occur We are not so sure 
ofthis. Wilful destruction may be less common than 
formerly, but damp and mildew are still silently doing 
their work, and fire and robbery are still in frequent 
operation. Mr. Taswell Langmead cites the case of 
Crossthwaite Church, upon which robbers made an 
attack in 1870, “ and the baptismal and marriage regis- 
ters were destroyed ’’; and refers to the case of the loss 
of the Kew Church registers by robbery some years 
ago. It should not be forgotten, too, what facilities for 
fraudulent erasure and interpolation are afforded by 
the existing state of things. Mr. Taswell Langmead 
quotes from the Pall Mall Gazette of November 23, 
1871, the following statement:—‘‘So recently as 
last November, a man named Charles Chadwick, 
a claimant to the estates of Sir Andrew Chadwick, 
of the time of Queen Anne, was prosecuted for being 
a party to the mutilation of the parish register of 
Haslingden, Lancashire, more than thirty years since. 
In 1861 the prisoner made a statutory declaration that 
two persons, named William and Squire Guest, went to 
the minister’s house, at Haslingden, to search the regis- 
ter, and during the minister's absence, Squire Guest took 
a penknife from his pocket and abstracted a leaf contain- 
ing the register of burial of one James Chadwick, of 
Haslingden, the real heir to Sir Andrew, whereby the 
claim of his descendants was frustrated. The prisoner 
subsequently swore that he had not been a witness to the 
mutilation; but it is a significant fact that fwo leaves of 
the register are now missing about the date in question.” 
Mr. Langmead adds:—“ From personal experience 
the writer is convinced that any man of gentleman-like 
address would find it easy, in the majority of country 
‘parishes, to obtain, under the plea of making a long 
search, access to the registers for several hours together, 
without the safeguard of any continuous supervision to 
prevent fraudulent erasure, mutilation, or interpolation.” 
It should also be borne in mind that the cost and 
trouble of search in registers scattered all over the 
kingdom is immense in comparison with what it would 
ja if they were all collected in some safe central deposi- 
tory. 

Now, to bring to a point these observations, why 
should not the same course be taken with parochial 
registers as was taken with non-parochial registers, and 
with the old parochial registers of Scotland? Why 
should not all English parochial registers be deposited 
at Somerset House or the Record Office? If this course 
were taken they would be rendered absolutely secure; 
search would become easy, especially if an index were 
framed, and the possibility of fraudulent interpolation 
or erasure would become very small. As regards the 
cost of the change, Mr. Langmead calculates that, 
taking the sum got by each parochial incumbent in 
the year for search fees in old registers at only 10s., 
there would be an aggregate income of £5,000 for the 
maintenance of a central depository in London. 





———— 








LIABILITY FCR THROWING RAINWATER 
ON NEIGHBOURING PROPERTY. 


In the case of Hurdman v. North-Eastern Railway 
Company (26 W. R. 489, L. R. 3 C. P. D. 168), a point 
of much interest was decided, in which the application of 
the well-known maxim sic utero tuo ut alienum non ledas 
came in question. The statement of claim alleged that 
the surface of the defendant’s land had been artificially 
raised by earth placed thereon, and that in consequence 
the rainwater falling on the defendant's land made its 
way through the defendant's wall into the adjoining 
house of the plaintiff, and caused substantial damage. 
It was held on demurrer that the statement of claim 
disclosed a good cause of action. 

We have before taken occasion to make observations 
on the great difficulty of applying the maxim, sic ufere, 
&e. It is, of course, one of the most elementary prin- 
ciples with which the law student is made acquainted 
that damnum absque injuria gives no right of action. 
The test, however, that is to distinguish between 
damnum absque and damnum cum injurid ig 
very difficult to find. The law of. this co ; 
deals with questions of this sort in a somewhat hand-to- 
mouth kind of way, judging of each case as it arises 
according to the analogy of other cases or the ex- 
pediency of the thing. The question that arises in every 
such case is, what is the right of the person complaining 
in respect of his land? His rights ought, one would 
think, to be capable of being formulated generically tosome 
extent, and the problem in the particular case.solved by 
reference to such formule. Itis rather a lame conclusion 
that the right of a landowner can only be treated as a right 
to have or not to have done every particular thing that 
may come in question. No one, however, who has con- 
sidered this class of questions can doubt the extreme 
difficulty of laying down any logical principles, 

We take it that the way in which these branches of 
law grew up was in the nature of things empirical, and 
founded very much on the apparent expediency of par- 
ticular cases as they, from time to time, presented 
themselves. In the general struggle of landowners for 
advantage to themselves, it would be first recognized by 
the lawyers or lawgivers of early times that there were cer- 
tain elementary rights of enjoyment—vested rights aris- 
ing out of the naturally existing state of things—which 
must be protected, unless chaos and anarchy were to 
prevail. The right to the flow of water ina natural 
stream, for instance, was a thing which no one could be 
entitled to monopolize against the will of other riparian 
proprietors. A state of things in whicha person could do so 
without infringing the law would be a state of internecine 
warfare between landowners, and in reality primitive 
anarchy. 

Then, again, there were probably seen to be certain 
modes of enjoyment of the land, artificial in the sense 
that they involved an alteration of the existing state of 
things, but natural in the sense that they were obvious 
and ordinary modes of using natural objects dictated 
by the elementary necessities and habits of mankind. 
Such, for instance, was the mode of enjoying the land 
by building a house upon it, and inhabiting the same. 
The neighbouring proprietor must clearly be restrained 
from acts which make this mode of enjoyment im- 
possible, But a distinction here soon arises. It appears 
clear that the right of landowners as between them- 
selves is not merely to the enjoyment of the land as it 
existed naturally. Such a principle would obviously be 
a perpetual bar to all improvement, and to all enterprize 
in the use of land, by removing all incentive to exertion. 
On the other hand, it would soon appear that this 
protection to artificial modes of enjoyment must not 
be carried too far, and that a man ought not, in the 
absence of prescription, by reason of his mere 
priority in using his land in a certain way, to restrict 
his neighbour from using his own land similarly, 
though it might prejudice such prior enjoyment. The 
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rights of a landowner in respect of his land or his house 
must be restricted to a right of enjoyment free from 
interference with the natural necessary advantages 
essential to such enjoyment, such as rights of water, 
pure air, and so forth. He cannot, for instance, claim 
because he has set up a mill that his neighbour shall 
not be entitled to do so, though it may damage his 
profit. 

It may often be difficult to strike the balance of 
justice and expediency between the rights of landowners, 
and to settle how far the right of enjoyment by the one 
shall restrict the right of the other to change the existing 
state of things for the purpose of new modes of enjoy- 
ment of his property, but in the case which has called 
forth the present remarks, it does not appear to us that 
there was really much difficulty. Having regard to 
certain cases cited in the argument, and other possible 
cases which might be suggested, it may be somewhat 
difficult to fix the scope and limits of the rule to be 
deduced, but upon the particular facts there does not 
seem to us to have been much doubt. None of the 
cases where one landowner has brought on to, or 
collected on, his property quantities of water or 
other matter which have escaped and got on to 
his neighbour's property, seem to us to apply. 
That class of cases, of which Rylands v. Fletcher 
(L. R. 3 H. IL. C. 330), may be taken as the 
leading case, involves different considerations. In the 
present case the defendant collected nothing. It was the 
natural rain falling from the heavens, and which would 
in any case have fallen on his land, that did the mischief, 
because, having altered the conformation of his land, 
it was thrown against the plaintiff's wall, instead, 
probably, of sinking irto the defendant’s soil, and finding 
its way off in the natural manner. The mode in which 
the plaintiff's right is expressed in the judgment is as 
follows:—‘‘ If any one by an artificial erection on his 
own land causes water, though arising from natural rain- 
fall only, to pass into his neighbour's land, and thus 
substantially to interfere with his enjoyment, he will be 
liable to an action at the suit of him who is so injured.” 

The judgment mentionsa qualification of this statement 
which is established by many decisions—viz., that in the 
case of mining operations a man may mine provided he 
does so in the usual manner, with reasonable skill, even 
though the result is that water is set free and flows into 
his neighbour’s mine. This exception is put, however, 
by the judgment, on the ground that mining in the usual 
way is to be considered as a natural use of the land. 
We have some difficulty about this way of looking at it. 
To say that it is an ordinary or customary use of the 
land seems correct, but hardly that it is a natural use of 
it, as opposed to an artificial use of it. It is not mere 
user, it is alteration of the natural state of things. 
It seems to us that the mining cases might be 
disposed of by the consideration that neither party 
is insisting on the natural state of things, and the altera- 
tions effected by both have conduced to the mischief. 
The complaining party complains of water flowing into 
his mines. But his mines are artificial, and themselves 
admit that flow of water which otherwise would not have 
taken place. It is no doubt true’ that, in the case we 
are discussing, but for the plaintiff's altering the natural 
state of things by building a house there would have 
been no injury; but, then, the flow of water is not in 
any way caused by the house, whereas in the case of the 
mines it is caused by the mine. It would be obviously 
unjust that the lower mine owner should be entitled to 
mine himeelf and yet throw on the upper mine owner 
all liability for the flow of the water. If it were possible to 
conceive that by mining operations below ground the 
surface of adjoining lands would be flooded, we do not 
feel sure that the same considerations would apply. But 
notwithstanding that, we doubt whether the only or real 
distinction between the mining cases and the present 
case ig between artificial and natural user of the land, 
and it may be « question whether some nice dis- 








tinctions may not in future cases be open as to the 
character of the erection that comes within the doctrine 
of the case which suggests these observations, 

It seems to us clear that a landowner is not entitled 
so to change the natural conformation of the earth’s 
surface that the rainwater is thereby directly thrown on 
to his neighbour’s property. He must not make a hill 
where there was before a hollow, if to do so produces. 
thiseffect. This is not an ordinary and customary 
mode of user of the land in its natural state, but: 
an entire change of the thing enjoyed. He must 
bear the burden of the rainwater that falls on his 
own land, and cannot, by an artificial change of 
the surface, throw this burden on his neighbour, 
Suppose, however, that the erection, instead of being a 
change of the conformation of the surface soil, was a 
building of an ordinary character, and the erection of it. 
threw in some way or other a greater burden on the 
adjoining land with regard to the drainage thereupon of 
rainwater? We do not know how far this would be: 
likely or possible, but, assuming that it might be so, 
would the doctrine of Hurdman’s case apply? If the 
ratio decidendi of the mining cases is correctly stated in 
the judgment it would appear doubtful, for if mining is 
to be considered a natural use of land, then surely build- 
ing a house on land is just as natural a use of it. A 
house, however, certainly seems to be an artificial erec- 
tion in the ordinary sense of the words, and if it is to be 
so considered it would appear that the recent decision. 
goes to the length of holding that no interference with 
the existing state of things with regard to the flow of 
rainwater on the surface in undefined channels, so as to 
throw a greater burden on the adjoining land in the way 
of the flow on to it of such water, is admissible as against. 
the adjoining landowner. If so, the mining cases must. 
stand, it would seem, on an altogether special ground. 
We are a little puzzled with regard to the true distinc- 
tion between the mining cases and the case we-are dis- 
cussiag. It seems to us.that the question what that. 
distinction is may have an important bearing on future 
cases. 








“The increase,’ says the London jcorrespondent of the 
Manchester Guardian, “in the number of Hindoo students 
at the Inns of Court has suggested to a number of the autho- 
rities the advisability of making Sancrit optional with either 
Greek or Latin as a subject of preliminary examination. 
Much discouragement has been felt by many Asiatic stu- 
dents at the labour which—as they think, unnecessarily— 
they have bd] to undergo in obtaining an entrance to the 
legal profession. 


Ata parliament of the Middle Temple, held on the 24th 
inst., it was ordered :—That there be added to the scholar- 
ships already offered by this inn further scholarships in- 
money amounting in the aggregate to 200 guineas annually, 
to be divided in the following proportions, viz. :—In the 
February examination to offer four second scholarships of 
the value of twenty guineas each, and ia the July examina- 
tion to offer four second scholarships of the value of thirty 
guineas each, tenable respectively for one year. 


In the House of Commons on the 24th ult, Dr. 
Kenealy asked the Secretary for the Home Department 
whether he would explain to the House the grounds on 
which he refuses to release the Rev. Mr. Dodwell, who has 
been reported to bim on high medical authority as being of 
ena sound mind, since the murderer Broomfield has 

en discharged because he had become sane. Mr. Cross 
was understood to say that Mr. Dodwell, after the verdict 
given in his case by the jury, had been sent in the ordinary 
course to Broadmoor. Some time ago letters were received 
at the Home Office from Dr. Wynn and Dr. Forbes Winslow 
as to the state of the prisonor. Those letters were sent on 
the 15th of April to the authorities of Broadmoor with an 
intimation that when thoy were able to report that it would 
be consistent with the safety both of the public and of the 
prisoner himself that he should be either absolutely or con- 
ditionally discharged, his case would be considered and not 
till then, No report had yet been received, 
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Geweral Corresponvernce. 


CONTINGENT REMAINDERS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Attacks on ancient faiths are now so common 
that one ceases to be surprised at anything. But, if 
your learned correspondent, Mr. George Sweet, had 
informed us that contingent remainders are the result 
of natural selection, and failed only when they broke 
the great law of continuity, I should not have been more 
surprised than I was to learn from him that the time- 
honoured faith of the profession rests on no better 
foundation than an invention of Fearne to justify an 
erroneous proposition of Coke ! 

This faith is thus expressed by Fearne (Cont. Rem. 
p. 312) :—“ Where a contingent remainder is limited to 
the use of several, who do not all become capable at the 
same time, notwithstanding it vests in the person first 
becoming capable, yet it shall devest as to the propor- 
tions of the persons afterwards becoming capable before 
the determination of the preceding estate ; and they may 
take jointly notwithstanding the different times of 
vesting.” 

Mr. Charles Butler—no mean authority—in his notes to 
his edition of Fearne (p. 312), states the rule in precisely 
the same terms, merely omitting the last sentence 
“and they may take jointly, &c.’’ 

Mr. Josiah William Smith, in his edition of Fearne 
(vol. 2, p. 387), states the rule as follows :—‘ Where real 
property is limited by way of remainder to a class of 
persor.s, some or all of whom are unborn, if any of them 
come in esse before the determination of the particular 
estate, the property will vest in such person or persons, 
subject to open and let in the other members of the 
class who may happen to come in esse before the de- 
termination of the particular estate. But those who are 
bern after the determination thereof will be excluded; 
for a similar ruleto that which applies to an entire property 
limited in remainder to one person, requiring that it 
should vest before that period, applies to the individual 
share of any property limited toa class of persons.” The 
learned editor continues :-—“ The application, however, 
of such a rule to the vesting of the individual shares 
after the aggregate property has vested in some one of the 
class must depend on different reasons from those above 
mentioned in relation to an entire property limited in 
remainder to one person; since there is a tenant of the 
freehold, and there is an uninterrupted connection be- 
tween the particular estate and the remainder. The 
application of the rule to the vesting of the individual 
shares in the given case appears rather to be grounded 
upon a principle of convenience, and to be analogous to 
those cases of personal estate bequeathed to a class of 
persons, in which those alone are admitted who come in 
esse before the period of distribution.” 

Mr, Jarman, in his treatise on Wills (vol. 1, p. 239, 
8rd ed.), illustrates the rule by an example: ‘ If lands of 
which the testator had the legal inheritance be devised 
to A. for life, with remainder in fee to the children of A. 
who shall attain the age of twenty-two, the devise in 
remainder will be good, for as soon as any child attains 
twenty-two in the lifetime of A., the whole remainder 
vests in him, subject to open and let in such other 
children as attain twenty-two in A.’s lifetime; and on 
the death of A. those children alone take who have at- 
tained twenty-two to the exclusion of others who may 
afterwards attain that ago; and if, on the death of A., 
no child has attained twenty-two, the remainder fails.” 

Now, is this rule, so unhesitatingly laid down, sup- 
at by authority or not? In the case of Doe vy. 

yn (3 T. gs 484), decided so long ago as 1789, the 
rule is treated by two of the judges as already estab- 
lished, The gift was by will to Dorothy Comberbach 
for life, with remainder to her children (who were all 
born after the decease of the testator) as tenants in 





common in fee. Mr. Justice Ashurst says (p. 493),. 
“The operation of this will is, that the limitation to 
Dorothy's children was contingent till they were born > 
but ¢ became vested on the birth of the first child, sub- 
ject, however, to be diminished in quantity as other 
children of Dorothy should be born. And on the birth 
of Dorothy's first child, the subsequent limitatioas were 
defeated.” Mr. Justice Buller says (p. 494), “ Courts of 
law lean in favour of the vesting of estates; and, 
therefore, on such a limitation as the present, they have 
said that the estate shall vest on the birth of a child and, 
without waiting for the death of the parents; which rule. 
is not attended with any inconvenience to the children, 
because, where the estate is limited to a number of. 
children, it shall vest in the first, and afterwards open 
for the benefit of those who shall be born at a subsequentz 
period.” 

Mr. Sweet finds fault with Fearne for saying that in 
this case it was held that the fee vested in the child first: 
born and afterwards opened and let in those born at 
subsequent periods. He says, “It is obvious that this 
could not have been decided, because the only questiom 
was whether the then contingent remaindermen, who, 
were ascertained while the particular estate subsisted. 
and died before it ceased, took vested and transmissible 
interests each in one-third.” No doubt this was the. 
question. But surely the judges themselves are the best 
authority as to the grounds on which they decided thie 
question; and it will be seen from the extracts above 
given that these grounds are faithfully stated by Fearne. 

In the case of Burnaby v. Griffin (3 Ves. 266) estates. 
were limited in trust for a woman for life for her separate. 
use, with remainder in trust for her daughters as tenants 
in common in tail. A common recovery was suffered 
by the equitable tenant for life, and a daughter, of whom. 
she had two, and the only son of the deceased daughter. 
Lord Loughborough thus treats one objection taken by 
a learned conveyancer to the title (p. 276) :—‘‘ He them 
makes another objection to the title, which is a whimsical 
one ; that there was no estate in her daughters; because 
the estate, as he supposes, was not to be conveyed till 
after her death, when it would appear how many 
daughters she had. He does not conceive that it would 
vest in each daughter coming in esse subject to be divested 
as the number increased.” This was in 1796. 

In the case of Right v. Creber (5 B. & C. 866) a gift 
was made by will, which was construed as a gift to Joan 
Creber for life, with remainder to her children as tenants 
in common in fee. Joan Creber at the death of the 
testator had one child, Richard. Mr. Justice Bayley 
said:—“‘I am of opinion that the remainder vested 
upon the death of the testator in Richard Creber, ar@ 
that i¢ opened on the birth of each child, who immediately 
took a vested remainder in its share.” 

This doctrine, therefore, whoever invented it, is not 
only laid down in the text-books, but is also supported 
by the authority of the courts. 

One result of the doctrine evidently is that, in the case 
of a gift in remainder to unborn children as tenants in 
common in fee, the moment the first child is boru there 
are no longer any contingent remainders. For a re- 
mainder waits for the determination of the particular 
estate, and cannot be limited on an estate in fee. But 
the estate which each younger child takes is derived out 
of, and pro tanto defeats, the estate in fee of the eldest 
and of each elder child, In former days this result was 
important, The interests of the younger children, being 
no longer contingent remainders, could not, after the 
birth of the eldest child, be destroyed by the surrender, 
forfeiture, or merger of the particular estate. In fact, 
the subsequent remainders were, as Mr. Justice Ashurst 
says, defeated on the birth of the first child. This 
doctrine was well understood in the year 1790, when 
the case of Doe vy. Martin (4 T. R. 39) was decided, 
The main question in that case, no doubt, was whether 
the existence of a joint power of appointment in the 
parents, who were successively tenants for life, prevented 
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the estates of the children, who were tenants in common 
fin fee in: remainder, from being vested. The parents 
} levied-afine. There were five children. From the report 
s gnd argument it seems probable that one, if not more than 
_ one, of the children was then unborn. The fine would 
have destroyed any contingent remainder ; but it was held 
to be ineffectual; and the children, including the 
youngest, all recovered their shares. Their counsel 
argued thus (p. 47):—‘‘ Here the limitation to the 
children became vested on the birth of the first child, 
liable, however, to be divested on the subsequent births 
_of the younger children . . . . . Now, here a child was 
born before any act was done to bar the remainders.” 
The counsel for the defendants urged the following 
objection (p. 59) :—‘ From comparing the dates, it 
remains doubtful whether the youngest child were born 
before or after the fine; then as the estate limited to 
the children was clearly contingent till the time of their 
respective births, as to one-fifth part, no demise could 
be made at all unless it appeared that she was born before 
the fine.” But the court gave no heed to this objection, 
but gave judgment for the plaintiff for the entirety. 
This, therefore, is in fact a decision of the point. Mr. 
Justice Buller remarked (p. 69), “ If the limitations to the 
children were vested on the birth of a son, nothing has 
since happened to divest them. . . . When achild 
of Robert and Bertha Willis was born, the limitation 
was vested in him exactly in the same manner as if the 
limitations had been to their first and other sons.” 

But Mr. Sweet says that, if the member of the class 
who first becomes capable takes a vested interest in the 
entirety, and each member who subsequently becomes 
capable takes by way of shifting use or executory devise, 
then the decision in Brackenbury v. Gibbons (L. R. 2 
Ch. D. 417) was wrong, meaning that then the class of 
children to take ought to have been extended to all who 
attained twenty-one, whether after or before the death 
of the tenant for life. This doctrine has been heard of 
before. It was very ably urged by Mr. Hodgson in his 
argument in the case of Mogg v. Mogg (1 Mer. 698-703). 
He says (p. 700), “ To let in after-born children at all 
they must take by way of executory devise, that is, by 
that particular species of executory devise which has 
been called an opening of estate, by which the estate 
first vested becomes divested as to a portion of the land 
by opening to let in the after-born person. If, there- 
fore, they are to take by executory devise, the next 
inquiry is, whether they are within the limitations which 
have been prescribed to such devises; and the answer 
must be that they are.” But this reasoning, however 
able, did not succeed. The court decided that the class 
was closed at the death of the tenant for life; and 
Brackenbury v. Gibbons could not have been decided 
otherwise than it was without overruling Mogg. v Mogg. 

But when Mr. Sweet secks to deprive us of our old 
faith, what does he offer us instead? He says, “‘ Each 
member takes, as soon as he is ascertained, a vested re- 
mainder in the share to which he will appear to be en- 
titled when all the members have been finally ascer- 
tained.” A vested interest in he knows not how much ! 
Where is the authority for this doctrine? The 
cases which he cites of Sussex v Temple (1 Ld. Raym. 
311), and Oates v. Jackson (2 Strange, 1172), are quite 
consistent with Fearne’s doctrines, and are, in fact, 
used by bim in illustration of it, And in Kenworthy v. 
— a 196), the Vice-Chancellor invokes the 

of Mr. Fearne as ently taking th i 
a apparently g the same view as 

I submit that, in cases of this kind, the law is settled 
that when once a member of the class takes a vested 
interest, thenceforth there is no contingent remainder to 
any other member of the class; and, if so, there can be 
nothing on which the Act to amend the law as to con- 
tingent remainders can then operate. 

Jomnva Wittiams, 








LAND TRANSFER. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—In October, 1874, I read a paper at the Leeds 
meeting of the Incorporated Law Society on the question 
as to which in the interests of the public was most 
desirable—registration of assurances or registration of 
titles. 

I quoted Lord St. Leonard’s opinion, expressed in hig 
remarks on Lord Hatherley’s Bill of 1871, “‘that 2 
register should in no way interfere with the rights of 
property and the undoubted right to sell, demise, 
mortgage, and devise;” “that any system which does 
not, to a great extent, accord with existing habits, and 
give at least. every existing facility for dealing, in 
addition to the boon of diminished expense, must be a 
failure.” 

I contended that registration of assurances would not 
interfere with the rights of property, nor with the exist- 
ing facilities for dealing therewith, and I attempted to 
show why I considered that such registration would 
diminish expense. 

It seemed to me (as it does now) that what is wanted 
is that land be transferred: with economy, ease, and 
without injury to innocent parties, and I venture to 
think that this could be done without infringing the 
rights and privileges referred to by Lord St. Leonards, 

1. With economy.—Registration of titles would entail 
an expensive judicial staff, and would necessarily be an 
expensive process, in the first place, to persons wishing 
to sell. 

Registration of assurances would only require a com- 
paratively limited and inexpensive official staff. The 
latter part of this letter will show how the registration 
of assurances may be carried out with economy to those 
having to deal with land. 

2. With ease.—Every case of registration of title 
would have to wait until an official decides on its com- 
pleteness. 

Assurances would be brought or sent to the office 
ready for registration, the registrar merely verifying the 
description of the property, so that the matter could be 
completed before the parties}left the office, or by the fol- 
lowing post. 

8. Without injury to innocent parties.—If, as pro- 
posed by the Bill of 1874, the State is not to be liable 
on a registration of title for the errors of its officers, 
innocent parties whose errors are overlooked (an event 
more possible than is always imagined) would suffer. 
No such injury would occur on the registration of an 
assurance. Also, why should the owners of all interests 
less than the full freehold have to depend solely on the 
honesty of trustees ? 

The following is the plan I suggested, and now 
suggest, for registration of assurances :— 

1. A copy of the assurance, printed bookwise and 
uniform in size, to be filed. 

2. The property to be described by reference to the 
ordnance, parish, or other public map. 

3. The registrar, on seeing that the above conditions 
are complied with, to indorse on the assurance a certi- 
ficate of its registration, and to either return it or 
deposit it in the registry as may be most desirable, 

4. Documents to have priority as lodged for regis- 
tration. 

5. ‘Lhe registry office to be in some accessible position 
in the registration district. 

6. The registrar to stamp as truo copies any printed 
copies produced to him for the purpose. 

Your readers will see that the plan propounded 
records the assurances, and thus effectually prevents any 
such frauds as the Dimsdale frauds, whilst it leaves it 
to the purchaser to sativfy himself that he obtains a 
sufficient title. There can be no objection (but it shoald 
not be compulsory) te any person obtaining under the 
existing Acts a certificate of indefensible title, which, 
being registered, will afford such a root or commence- 
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ment as will exempt him or any purchaser from him 

from having to consider any earlier title. Such a regis- 

tration of assurances as is here suggested can be made 

to greatly simplify and shorten the present practice by 
itting the omission of recitals and covenants. 

A vendor’s title would be shown by a neat statement 
in print, containing consecutive copies on one-sized 
paper, without covenants, much easier both for solicitors 
and clients to read and understand than the usual 
abstracts, and, being in print, necessarily more accurate. 
‘No such enormous expense would be incurred by the 
owners of property as is necessary on the first registra- 
tion of title, and a considerable step would be made 
towards the payment of the cost of dealing with land in 
the same way as payment is now made for the transfer 
of Government or railway stock—i.e.,on a scale pro- 
portionate to the value of what is sold or purchased. 

Small transactions would benefit as well as large ones, 
oth as regards security and reduction of cost, for there 
could be no difficulty in levying very light court fees on 
small transactions; and in such casesthe extra cost for 
printing need be but a few shillings. 

Gloucester, May 28. Grorce WHuHItTcomse. 





THE BILLS OF SALE ACT AMENDMENT 
- BILL. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I am sorry to find my friend Mr. G. J. Johnson, 
of Birmingham, raising his influential voice against the 
6th clause of the proposed new Bills of Sale Act, which 
will place it beyond doubt that it is necessary to register 
mortgages, when, besides the permanent fixtures, or 
those which are usually provided by landlords, they com- 
prise tenant’s or working machinery which happens to 
‘be fixed (or what are usually termed trade fixtures), and 
I regret to observe that you indorse Mr. Johnson’s senti- 
ments. 

Throughout his letter Mr. Johnson treats landlords’ 
fixtures and fixed machinery as if they meant the same 
thing, and this appears to me to involve a serious fallacy. 

The engines and boilers and shafting of a mill or 
manufactory are fixtures, in the sense that they are per- 
manently attached to it, in order to supply motive power, 
whatever be the purpose to which the mill may be ap- 
plied; but fixed machinery is not a fixture in the same 
sense; the bulk of it is fixed, not with the view of at- 
taching it permanently to the premises, but simply in 
order to keep it steady in being worked; and the 
machinery is frequently changed. 

The view which Mr. Johnson would uphold involves 
the anomaly that machinery which is sufficiently massive 
‘to remain steady in working by its own weight, and 
therefore not to require to be fixed, cannot be mortgaged 
without registration, while the lighter machinery can be. 

The clause in question would place all the machinery 
on the same footing. 

The Bill will still allow mortgages to be made without 
registration which include engine boilers and permanent 
fixtures, or, in other words, the landlord's fixtures ; and 
it only imposes registration when the working or tenant's 
machinery is attempted to be included. 

This is an answer to Mr, Johuson’s remark that only 
‘the shell of a building could be mortgaged, 

If there be any doubt about this it might be expressly 
stated that trade fixtures shall not include the water- 
wheels, engines, boilers, and shafting, nor gas and steam 
pipes, but it will be well to retain the general definition 
of tenant’s as distinguished from landlord's fixtures, so 
as to leave the distinction to be determined by the custom 
of each locality; for in some districts (as, for instance, 
those where collieries exist) the landlords usually supply 
and affix more of the plant than the mere motive “— 
‘There is no attempt in the Bill to restrict a landlord's 
Power to mortgage without registration, 

You observe that a manufacturer who has fixed 








machinery in a mill of his own will be placed in the 
dilemma that he must either injure his credit by allow- 
ing the mortgage to be registered, or must be content to 
get so much less advanced. This dilemma, as you term 
it, is precisely the position in which, according to the 
policy of the original Bills of Sale Act, and of the doctrine 
of reputed ownership, he ought to be placed. When, by 
mortgaging his machinery, he has lessened his means of 
payment, it is perfectly just that his credit should be 
diminished accordingly. 

The fact cannot be controverted that a trader gets credit 
on the faith of the machinery which he seems to possess, 
and it is only past decisions that have enabled him, con- 
trary to the policy of the law, to part secretly with that 
which should form a basis of his credit. 

The analogy between the furniture of a house and the 
working machinery of a mill, which Mr. Johnson terms 
a false one, is really in point. 

A tradesman giv2s credit to a man who has a well- 
furnished house, because he supposes him to be the owner 
of its contents, and if the householder parts with the 
ownership of those contents while remaining in apparent 
possession, the deed by which he does so must be regis- 
tered to prevail against creditors. 

On the same principle, a trader who gets credit because 
he is in the apparent possession of his working 
machinery, should not be allowed to divest himself and 
deprive his creditors of that machinery without registra- 
tion of the instrument by which he parts with it. 
Surely it is not desirable that creditors should assume 
all machinery to be mortgagei until the contrary is 
shown. 

According to the doctrine of the decided cases, and 
which finds favour with Mr. Johnson, a tenant from year 
to year of a mill is more entitled to credit than a trader 
occupying his own premises, because, in the former case, 
the machinery, belonging to him as tenant, cannot 
have been assigned without registration, while, in the 
latter case, he may have by a secret, that is unregistered, 
mortgage have parted with it. 

Mr. Johnson is not quite accurate in saying that the 
law remained undoubted from 1823 to 1871. On the 
contrary during that period the following cases were 
decided the other way: Trappes v. Harter (2 C. & M. 
153), in 1833; Hellawell v. Hastwood (6 Exch. 295), in 
1851; Waterfall v. Penistone (6 Ell. & B. 876), in 1856. 

The large number of trade fixtures cases which have 
been contested from time to time can only be accounted 
for by the feeling entertained in the profession that the 
decisions which gave to a mortgagee a trader's working 
machinery were erroneous in principle. 

Even now the state of the law is by no means settled 
by the case of Ex parte Barclay, Re Joyce, which Mr. 
Johnson mentions with approval, but which is deemed 
here a most unfortunate decision, turning, as the Lords 
Justices themselves admitted, on a very refined dis- 
tinction. 

While it gives the machinery to the mortgagee, it is 
on the ground that it is to be dealt with as a permanent 
fixture to be sold along with the premises, so that, how- 
ever unsuitable the machinery may have become, the 
mortgagee cannot sell it out of the premises. On the 
other hand, the case confirms the inference that all 
mortgages where the trade fixtures have been assigned 
separately, or power has been given to sell them apart 
from the property, are invalid for want of registration, 
and the old battle in support of these mortgages would 
have to be fought again. On account of this case only, 
if other reasons were not present, a legislative enactment 
is needed. 

The proposed Bill, if it passes, will put an end to all 
this doubt, for clause 8 gives to existing mortgages 
validity without registration, whether the trade fixtures 
are assigned separately, or power is given to sever them, 
or not, This will be a great relief to the profession as 
regards the 

heady Jacobs does not really reach the 
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question, for it was a contest between rival mortgagees, 
tnd the rights of creditors did not come under dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. Johnson speaks of the action of the Manchester 
Law Association as occasioned by the annoyance of 
flactuating decisions. It has been prompted, also, by 
their sense of the general opinion of the profession 
having been overruled by judicial decisions, and of the 
frequent injustice done to creditors by unregistered 
mortgages comprising trade machinery. 

The Liverpool Law Society in 1874 passed the following 
resolution on the subject :—“ That, for the future, trade 
fixtures ought not to be included in a mortgage, what- 
be the tenure, without registration.” 

The same view is shared at Leeds. 

I only know of Worcester, and now Birmingham, 
among the provincial societies, having pronounced against 
the Bill under discussion. 

Mr. Johnson says that before credit is given, inquiry 
might be made as to a trader’s title to his machinery. 
But how is this possible? A man may be tenant of a 
mill, and, as such, owner of the machinery on the day 
when inquiry is made, but on the same day, by pur- 
chasing or even contracting to purchase the mill, he 
changes his position, and acqvires a right to transfer the 
machinery in it by a secret—that is, unregistered—mort- 
gage, which, because it is unregistered, his creditors 
cannot find out. Still less can a creditor ascertain the 
exact terms of a mortgage, on which, according to 
Barclay’ s case, its registration or non-registration turns. 

In your editorial comment you speak of the compara- 
tive gain to creditors in the small number of cases when 
manufacturers become insolvent, as being less than the 
inconvenience to the mortgagees of a new law; but it 
should be borne in mind that when a manufacturer fails 
he may have fifty creditors, but only one mortgagee. 

If the new bill lessens the sums lent on mortgage to 
manufacturers, it will put the business and credit of 
manufacturers on a much surer basis, 

With all deference to Mr. Johnson and yourselves, I 

submit that the commercial public will find it to their 
interest that creditors should have the means of distin- 
guishing between those traders who go into business with 
comparatively little to lose, and are therefore obliged to 
borrow money on their machinery, and those who really 
have their own capital at stake. 
Mr. S. Lloyd, by whom this bill (which is similar in 
its object to one proposed by the Lord Chancellor four 
years ago) was introduced, is looked upon as the ex- 
ponent of the views of the banking community. 

The Manchester and some other chambers of com- 
merce approve of the provisions of the new bill, and I 
trust that it may receive the sanction of the House of 
Lords. M. Barzson Woop. 

Manchester, May 28. 





THE QUEEN’S BIRTHDAY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—It is to be hoped that before another Queen’s 
Birthday comes round, some agreement will be come to 
among the judges as to whether the day ought not to be 
kept as a holiday in the courts and offices, It is not of 
much use to the profession that some of the courte 
should sit, while others should 
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While upon this subject, can any of your readers in- 
form me by whose authority the common law offices are 
open ee ae five o'clock? The 
rule above quoted closes at three after term, 
and it is & matter tor question how far any work done 
after thet hour is legal, unless the offices are open by 
some proper authority. The judges’ chambers, I be- 





lieve, uniformly close at four, under what rule I know 
not. Perhaps, Sir, you would ventilate the subject, as 
it is quite time the official hours were properly and final, 
settled. P. 





PARISH REGISTERS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—Having had my attention called to the unsatis- 
factory manner in which ancient parish registers are 
preserved, and to the tamperings with such records 
that occasionally takes place, I should be very much 
obliged if any of your readers would furnish me with 
instances of any improper dealings with such registers 
that have come under their notice, in order that my hands 
may be strengthened in seeking a parliamentary inquiry 
into the custody and preservation of such documents. 
‘ : A Soxicrror. 

[Communications may be addressed, A. B., ‘‘ Solicitors” 
Journal” Office, Carey-street.—Ep. S. J.) 





Cases of the Geek. 


W11.t—ConstrucTion—MisDEscRIPTION—LANDS “ AT OF 
witHIn ” D.—In a case of Homer v. Homer, decided by the 
Court of Appeal on the 23rd of May, a question arose as 
to the proper construction of a devise by a testator of all 
his land ‘“‘at or within D.’’ The testator devised his 
manor of D. and all his lands situate “at or within D.” 
and at S., and then in the several occupations of J., S., and 
G., to the use of O. for life, and after his death the testator 
devised the manor and all his lands situate ‘‘ at or within 
D.,” then ix the occupation of J., upon certain trusts in 
favour (in the events which had happened) of the plaintiff. 
At the time of his death the testator was sei of the 
manor of D. and of three farms, which were respectively 
situate, wholly or in part, within the parish of D. The 
first of these farms, called the Quarry Farm, was situate 
wholly within the parish of D., and was in the occupation 
of G. The second farm, called the Bag End Farm, was in 
the occupation of J. It consisted of a farm-house and 
sixteen closes of land. The house and fifteen of the closes 
were situate within the parish of D. The other close was 
situate within the adjoiting parish of I., but immediately 
adjoined one of the fifteen closes, being from 
it only by a hedge which formed the bou between 
the parishes of D. and I., and being situate only a few 
yards from the parish church of D., while it was distant 
about three miles from the parish church of I, The third 
farm, called the Manor Farm, was also in the occupation 
of J. It consisted of afarm-house and eleven closes of 
land. The house and eight of the closes were situate 
within the parish of D. The other three closes were 
situate in the adjoining parish of K., and joined each 
other. They were from the eight closes only by 
the high road leading from K. to 8., two of them abutting 
on that road. The parieh church of K. was distant about. 
three miles from the three closes, and they were very 
much nearer to the parish church of D, The testator was 
algo seised of some closes situate at S., some of which 
were in the occupation of J. and some in the occupation 
of 8. There was no a of D., but only scattered 
houses within the parish. , J.» held that those closes 


belonging to the End and Manor Farms respectively, 
which were vely situate outside the boundary of 
D., did not under the devise in remainder to the 


plaintiff. @ was of opinion that the words ‘‘at or 
within” bad no greater force than the word “ within 

standing alone would have bad. The Court of Appeel 
(James, Baggallay, and Thesiger, L.JJ.), were of opinion 
that, even in common par , the word “at” would 
inolade something which was in proximity to, though not. 
actually “within,” place referred to, and that, at any 
rate, ander the circumstances of the case, it was clearly 

intention of the testator that the closes in q 
should pass under the devise in favour of the plaintiff. 
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Liquipation—Unpiscuarcea Destorn—New Trapinc— 
‘CREDIT OBTAINED ON Falta or REPRESENTATIONS MADE BY 
austEE—AssENT OF CrepitoRS—RicuT oF TRUSTEE TO 
Property.—In a case of Ex parte Bolland, decided by the 
Court of Appeal on the 23rd of May, a question arose as to 
the right of the trustee to property of a liquidating debtor 
who had not obtained his discharge under the following 
circumstances :—Two persons named Dysart and Carragher 
traded in partnership. They had obtained advances from 
their bankers, to secure the repayment of which Carragher, 
in February, 1876,execated a mortgage to the bankers of some 
real estate belonging to him, the security being expressed 
to cover any aGvances made, or to be made, to the mort- 
gagor alone, or to his firm. On the 4th of December, 1876, 
the partners filed a liquidation petition. At this time they 
owed their bankers £251, but, as the mortgaged property 
was an ample security, the bankers did not prove in the 
liquidation. Only eight creditors proved. On the 19th of 
December the creditors resolved upon a liquidation by ar- 

ment, and appointed a trustee. They also appointed 

two of the creditors a committee of inspection, and resolved 
that the discharge of the debtors should be granted upon the 
committee and the trustee certifying that they were entitled 
thereto. On the 3rd of January, 1877, the committee of 
inspection passed a resolution that Carragher should be 
allowed to realize the stock-in-trade, and to collect the 
debts due to the estate, under the supervision of the com- 
mittee, for six weeks from that date, the committee receiving 
the proceeds as realized ; that, in the event of the stock- 
in-trade and debts realizing 7s. 6d. in the pound, and the 
costs of the liquidation proceedings, sn amount sufficient 
to pay a further 7s. 6d. in the pound should be accepted 
from Carragher for the remainder of the estate, provided 
it was paid within three months from that day ; that Dysart 
should be allowed his discharge, subject to the payment of 
his private debts ; and that Carragher should be allowed his 
isch on payment of the 15s. in the pound. Dysart 
obtained his discharge on the 24th of January. Carragher 
roceeded to realize the stock-in-tra@e and to collect 

e debts, and by means of the proceeds he paid to the 
committee of inspection from time to time sums amounting 
to £719, and he also paid the trustee the costs of the liqui- 
dation, amounting to £60. The £719 was not sufficient to 
pay the first 7s. 6d. in the pound to the creditors, which 
raquired £95C. But the first 7s. 6d. was in fact paid to 
all the creditors who had proved soon after it became due 
ander the resolution of the 3rd of January, the necessary 
amount having becn made up in some way by Carragher. 
In February, 1877, he commenced business again alone, and 
out of the eight old creditors, seven continued to deal with 
him and to give him credit. The eighth was a creditor for 
only £28, fore Carragher commenced business he called 
upon the manager of the bank, and told him that he was 
about to commence business again on his own separate 
account, and asked to be allowed to open an account with 
the bank, and to be permitted to overdraw his account 

inst the security of the mortgaged property. He told 
© ange that his creditors had handed the estate back 
to him, and that he was to pay them 15s, in the pound by 
two equal instalments. Before acceding to this proposal 
the manager inquired of the trustee whether what 
Carragher had told him was true, and whether the bank 
might safely deal with him. The trustee replied “ Yes ; 
the matter is quite out of my hands, and it will be all right.” 
Upon this the bank allowed Carragher to open an account 
with them, and to overdraw it, and he availed himself of 
this credit to a considerable extent. The mortgaged prop- 
erty was sold, and the purchase-money was paid to the 
bank, and was carried to the credit of Carragher’s account. 
The second instalment of 7s. 6d. in the pound was not paid 
to the creditors when it became due, and the creditors made 
applications for it, not to the trustee, but to Carragher. 
Neither the creditors nor the trustee took any other ateps to 
enforce payment of that 7s. 6d. until the end of July, 
1877. Before that Carragher had paid one of the creditors the 
whole of the second 7s, 6d., ply othors part of it, making 
the payments in part by means of cheques drawn by him 
upou the bank, In August, 1877, he was adjudicated a 
bankrupt. At the cn of July the trustee in the 
liquidation had made a claim upon the bank for payment 
to him of the purchase-money of the mortyaged property, 
and after the adjudication he applied to the county court 
if pay over that purchase- 


dor an order that the bank shou 








money tohim. The judge of the county court held that 
the bank were only liable to pay over to the trustee the 
balance of the purchase-money, after deducting the debt 
due to them by the partners at the date of the filing of the 
liquidation petition, and the subsequent advances which 
they had made to Carragher. This decision was affirmed by 
the Chief Judge, and his decision was affirmed by the Court 
of Appeal (James, Baggallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.), upon 
the ground that all the old creditors (except possibly the 
creditor for £28) had practically assented to the course 
which bad been pursued, and had obtained the benefit of 
the credit given to Carragher by the bankers. Bramwell, 
L.J., said that he thought that the representations made 
by the trustee to the bank, standiog alone, would not have 
been sufficient to support the decision, and he was of 
opinion that the principle of the well-known casa of 

roughton v. Gitley (Amb. 630), and that class of cases 
did not apply. But Baggallay, L.J., was of opinion that 
the principle of Troughton vy. Gitley was applicable. 





AppEAL—TIME—-ORDER ON SpEcIAL CasE—Onrp. 34, RR. 
1, 2; Orn. 58, R. 15.—In a case of Williams v. Williars, 
heard by the Court of Appeal on the 24th of May, the pre- 
liminary objection was raised that the appeal was out of time 
under the following circumstances :—Three different actions 
of Williams v. Williams were commenced in the Chancery 
Division, and attached to the court of Hall, V.C., raising 
questions as to the title to real estate which had belonged 
to one Richard Williams, those questions depending upon 
the construction of bis will. To determine those questions, 
a special case, entitled in all three actions, was stated for 
the opinion of the court under the provisions of rule 1 of 
order 34. On the 27th of June Hall, V.C., gave judgment 
upon the special case. The order then made commenced 
thus :—‘‘ These actions coming on for trial on the 19th of 
February, 1877, and this day to be heard by the court, and 
this special case coming on the same day'to be heard by this 
court,” and proceeded to answer the questions stated by 
the special case thus:—‘‘This court is of opinion as 
to question one,” and so on, and the order concluded 
thus :—‘‘ And it is ordered that each party do pay hia 
own costs of these actions and of the special case.” 
On the Ist of March, 1878, notice of appeal was given, 
which stated that the Court of Appeal would be moved that 
the actions might be re-heard before it, and that the judg- 
ment of the Vice-Chancellor might be reversed. It was ob- 
jected that the order upon the special case was only an in- 
terlocutory order in the actions, and not a final ju ent, a 
mere expression of the opinion of the court, not followed by 
any decision or declaration, and that the notice of appeal 
ought to have been served within twenty-one dys. Re 
liance was placed on the decision in McAxdrew v. Barker 
(26 W. R. 317, L. R. 7 Ch. D. 701, ante, p. 281), where it 
was held that an order made upon an interpleader issue, 
which had been directed to try the right to a cargo which 
was claimed in two actions, was an interlocutory order. 
The court (James, Baggallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.), how- 
ever, thought that there had been a mere slip in the draw- 
ing up of the order on the special case, and that it was 
intended to be a final declaration of the rights of the 
parties. And they directed the order to be amended by 
altering the words into ‘this court being of opinion, &€ 
doth declare,” and allowed the hearing of the appeal to 
proceed. 


Arrgat—Sgcurity ror Costs—Spactat Cracumstances 
—Poverty or APPELLANT—Orp, 58, Rk. 15,—In a case of 
Groom vy, Savery, application was made to the Court of 
Appeal, on the 27th of May, that an appellant might be 
ordered to give security for the costs of his appeal. Evi- 
dence was adduced to show the poverty of the appellact. 
The court (Jessel, M.R., and Baggallay and Bramwel!, 
L.JJ.), were of opinion that there was reason to suppose 
that the appeal was a merely frivolous one, and ordered 
that the appellant should deposit £20 in court. Bat 
Bramwell, L.J. said he thought that mere po was not 
a sufficient ground for requiring security to iver, 
This had been go held by the Court of Appeal at West- 
minater, and if it were not so a man might be shat out 
from a ay legitimate appeal simply because he was 
poor. But hia lordship concurred in holding that in the 
present cage the appellant ought to be required to gire 
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some guarantee for his honesty, because there was ground 
for thinking that the appeal was a frivolous one. He 
thonght, however, that applications of this kind ought to 
be discouraged, as they generally led to great expense for 
@ trumpery object. 


Propate oF Wit or Marriep WomaN—SEPARAtTE 

Estare—Jvnispiction or Propate Drvision—JupIcaTuRE 
Act, 1873, s. 24, sup-sEcTIONS 6, 7.—In a case of Jn re 
Tharp, heard by the Court of Appeal on the 27th of May, 
an order had been made in lunacy granting an allow- 
ance out of the estate of a lunatic to his wife, for her 
separate maintenance. The allowance was paid to her 
during her life, She died, leaving her husband surviving, 
and having made a will which her executor propounded 
for probate. The committee of the husband’s estate 
commenced an action in the Probate Division, claiming 
administration of the wife's estate, and alleging that her 
will was of no validity, no testamentary power having 
been given to her by her marriage settlement or other- 
wise. To this claim the defence was that the wife 
was at the time of her death possessed of savings out 
of (inter alia) the allowance from her husband’s estate, 
which, it was alleged, formed separate estate in her 
hands. SirR. Phillimore granted probate of the will, limited 
to such effects as the testatrix had power to dispose of 
and had disposed of accordingly, expressing an opinion 
that primé facie the testatrix had separate estate. The 
committee appealed, and it was urged on his behalf that, 
at any rate, the court ought not to grant probate without 
first coming to a final conclusion that there was some 
separate estate upon which the probate could operate. The 
Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and Baggallay and Bram- 
well, L.JJ.) held that the probate had been properly 
granted. Jessel, M.R., said that the order necessarily 
involved the conclusion that there was some separate 
estate, and that since the passing of the Judicature Acts 
the Probate Division had full jurisdiction to decide whether 
there was separate estate. In the present ease the only 
persons interested in the question, the representative of 
the husband and the executor of the wife, were before the 
court, inasmuch as under the Judicature Acts an executor 
represented all the legatees. If the question had been as 
to granting probate of a will made in exercise of a 
Power of appointment, the persons entitled to the prop- 
erty, if the power had not been duly exercised, might not 
bave been before the court. Under the old practice the 
Court of Probate used to grant probate of a will made by 
&@ married woman in exercise of a power without first 
deciding whether the power bad been validly exercised, 
because it bad no jurisdiction to decide that question; but, 
if it did not grant the probate, the question of the validity 
of the exercise of the power could not bave been submitted 
to the decision of the Court of Chancery. In the present 
case there was no reason why the Probate Division should 
not decide whether the savings of the allowance were 
separate esiate, and his lordship was clearly of opinion 
that they were ; in this respect, differing from Sir R. Philli- 
more, who thought that there was only a primd facie case 
of separate estate. It was only necessary to decide that 
there was some separate estate ; the probate, once granted, 
would operate on all separate estate. There was, indeed, 
@ Question in the present case as to some property in Scot- 
land, whether it was also separate estate of the testatrix. 
But the court had not at present the materials for deciding 
tbat question, and, an action in relation to that property 
having been commenced in the Scotch court, it would be 
better to leave that question to be decided there. The 
order ought to state what property the court had decided 
to be separate estate. Bramwell, L.J., expressed some 
doubt whether the court conld, on the pleadings as they 
stood, decide corclusively that the savings of the allow- 
ance were separate estate, bat he concurred in holding 
that probate should be granted. 


Practice—Jorsine Parry von Purposes ory Discoveny 
osLy—Rvuies op Court, 1875, Onn. 31—SuMmons or 
Motios—Coers.—In a case of Wilson v. Church, before the 
Master of the Rolls on the 24th ult., a motion was made on 
behalf of other defendants to strike out the defendant 


president of one of the moving companies, and there 1 
sallegation in the statement of claim to the above effete. 
was contended for the motion that, under the new practice, 
ample discovery could be obtained from any officer of 9 
company or corporation, and therefore that it was not 
necessary, as under the old practice, to join any such officer 
asa party. The Master of the Rolls said that, according to 
the note at the commencement of the new rules, the old 
practice remained in force except where provision to the 
contrary was made by the Act or rnles, and the only question, 
was whether, in the aboye case, such provision had been 
tmade. Under ord. 31, r. 4, proper information could be 
obtained by interrogatories from any officer of a company or 
corporation, and that seemed to point out plainly what the new 
system was to be. The present procedure was the equivalent 
of that -provided by the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1854, and was in effect intended to supersede the old chan- 
céry practice of bill of discovery, and joining a party for 
that purpose. In his opinion nothing could be more vexa- 
tious or annoying than for a man to be a formal party only,. 
with the risk of having to bear unnecessary costs ; and, on 
the whole, he should strike the defendant Church’s name 
ovt, and with costs. Asarule, these applications should be 
made by summons; here the motion involved a troublesome 
question of construction of the Act and rules, and no extra 
costs had been incurred. 





Pracrice—Costs—Internocutory APPLICATIONS. — 
On the 24th ult., the Master of the Rolls stated that his 
practice as to costs of interlocutory applications was 
generally as follows :—That when the whole question was 
disposed of on the motion, then the costs followed the result, 
Ba the successful party had them. When, however, at the 
hearing a different decision to that of the interlocutory 
application might be come to, his practice was to direct the 
costs to be “ costs in the action.” 

PracticE—TRIAL BEFORE A JURY—AGREEMENT TO TAKE 
Evivence sy AFFipavit— Rvuzs or Court, 1875, Orp. 36, 
R. 26; Orv, 37, n. 1; Orv, 38.—In a case of Dinnis v. 
Dinnis, heard the same day, the question raised in Brooks v. 
Wigg before Malins, V.C., on the 30th ult., as to the right 
of a defendant to a trial by a jury when there had been a 
consent to try by affidavit under ord. 37, r. 1, came before 
the Master of the Rolls, The plaintiff gave notice of trial 
before the judge, and the defendant then, within the four 
days allowed by ord. 36, r. 3, gave notice: of trial before a 
judge and jury. The plaintift then moved, under ord. 86, r. 
26, that, notwithstanding the notice, the action might be 
tried before the Master of the Rolls without ajury. Con- 
siderable expense had been incurred in preparing affidavits, 
and poh 1 briefs had been delivered. The witnesses 
resided in Cornwall. The Master of the Rolls said that at 
the time of the passing of the Judicature Acts it was the 
unanimous conclusion that the most satisfactory mode of 
trial was that of oral evidence by seeing the witnesses in 
court. At the same time, it was thought desirable that 
litigants should, if they wished it, be able to try on affi- 
davit, and so it was provided they might, by consent, take 
evidence in the old way. If he had been free to exercise an: 
option, he should have said the present case was more fit to 
be tried by a local jury, but, in his opinion, an assent to try by 
affidavit meant a trial onaffidavit betore a judge without a jury 
and, therefore, he considered he was fettered in the matter, 
and should direct the trial before himself. No one had ever 
heard of a trial by affidavits before a jury, and some one 
must pay for the expense of twelve copies fir the jury. 
Any person entering into an agreement to take evidence y 
affidavit must be well aware of the general rule, and, thoug 
it did not say in so many words in the Act or rules that a 
trial by affidavit was to be a trial before the judge alone, yet 
to his mind, it was clear that this was intended. 


eee 


Practicg—Peririons—STanDING ovEeR.—-On the 25th 
ult., the Master of the Rolls stated that an unopposed 
petition was only allowed to stand over once; if asecond 
application was made he always directed the petition to 
stand out of the paper generally, with liberty to ae 
to restore it on applying to the proper officer. 

petitions might stand over more than once, but he not 





Church as « party, on the ground that he was a defendant 


allow an uno petition to be turned nominally into an. 
opposed one for that purpose. 


for the purposes of discovery only. Church was wie 





Serotd 


Sea aie NN Ome ea ee eee at © CO 8 4 Pt ee 


oRPER 


—4 
aed 


oe Oe ee oe ae SS 6- OS. Oo es 


‘THE 


June 1, 1878, 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


607 








= 
CompaNy—WInDING uP PETITION—VoLUNTARY Winp- 
ING UP PREVIOUSLY CLOSED—FravD—OPENING oF WInp- 
ing up—Companigs Acr, 1862, s. 142.—In a case of the 
London and Caledonian Marine Insurance Company (Limited), 
before the Master of the Rolls on the 25th ult., a petition 
was presented by a person claiming to be a creditor after a 
voluntary winding up had been previously closed under 
section 142 of the Companies Act, 1862, The petitioner had 
obtained a judgment in his favour of the Court of First 
Instance in the Island of Cuba, but the decision was 
under appeal, and- his rights would probably not be 
determined for some years, Even then the question 
whether he would have any claim against the company or 
not would involve some nice points of law. The voluntary 
liquidator bad closed the liquidation and had set aside a 
sum to meet contingent liabilities. The Master of the Rolls 
was of opinion that the claim was too doubtful and un- 
certain for the liquidator to have kept the liquidation open, 
and he and the shareholders had acted perfectly right in 
closing it as they did. It was, moreover, neo , a3 Was 
decided by the Court of Appeal in the Pinto Silver Mining 
Coinpany case, to justify the court in opening a liquidation, 
that fraud should be alleged and proved. The petition 
contained no such allegations and was not intended to con- 
tain any, und therefore it must be dismissed, with costs. 





LIVERPOOL SOLICITORS AND: THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE LIVERPOOL LAW 
SOCIETY. 


On the 28rd inst. a number of the leading Liverpooi solicitors 
waited upon Mr. Edmund Whitley, president of the Liver- 
pool Law Society, at his offices, Walmer-buildings, Water- 
street, for the purpose of tendering to him their congratula- 
tion on his marriage, and presenting him with a piece of 
plate, as a token of their regard and esteem. Amongst those 
present were Messrs, A. T. Squarey, R. A. Payne, F. D. 
Lowndes, W. G. Bateson, James Thornely, G, Mason, Joseph 
Rayner, (town clerk), J, H. E. Gill, W. Radcliffe, W. Stone, 
J. B. Wilson, H. W. Collins, H. L. Gregory, H.. Fletcher, 
F. H. Masters, W. Morris, T. Quinn, E. Cotton, W. Bartlett, 
C. E. Stevens, G. Layton, H. L. Gregory,—Ansdell, (St. 
Helens), Enoch Harvey, H. R. C. Danson, J. M'Quiggin, 
W. Burton, J. Forshaw, &c. Mr. Squarey, in making the 
resentation, which consisted of a silver salver, said Mr, 
itley might regard it as expressing unanimously on the 
part of a very large number of his professional brethren of 
this town the very high feeling they entertained of his worth, 
not only as a professional man, but in private life also. They 
regarded it as a fortunate circumstance that Mr. Whitley had 
chosen to be married during the year of his presidency of 
the Law Society, because that happy event gave them an 
 geasercersd which they could hardly have had otherwise, 
of testifying in this manner the very great regard and 
esteem they all felt for him. His professional career was 
well known to the whole of the profession of this town, and 
to some who were present, and who had known Mr. Whitley 
for a very long period, it was scarcely neces to say that 
throughont its whole course that career had been marked 
y all those qualities which one desires to see in the exercise 
of the profession of a solicitor. They knew that there were 
various modes in which the practice of the duties which 
were intrusted to a solicitor might be conducted. Some of 
those modes were not desirable; on the other hand, there 
Were a great many in the profession who took a very high 
view of their professional duties, They rightly looked to 
their profession as a means by which to gain an honourable 
sustenance, but they did not look to their profe:sion as a 
means merely for m»king money ; they were sensible that it 
involved duties and responsibilities of a very high nature inthe 
Preservation of good feeling, and in seeing that the interests 
of their clients, while being protected, were conducte 1 with 
& due regard to equity ; and it was hecanse they felt that 
Mr, Whitley had on all occasions carried into bis profes. 
sional life-those principles that they were there to congra- 
tulate him, and to pre-ent him with that token of their 
regard. Mr. Whitley had displayed excellent qualities also 
in another department of life. ‘There were circumstances 
which, to the great majority of their profession, were a bar 
to public life, Those circumstances, happily.in Mr. Whit. 
ley's case, had not existed, or if they had existed to some 
extent he had felt it his duty to put them aside, and the 


| 


result had been that for a good many years in this town 
he had occupied a very distinguished position as a member 
of the town council, had filled the position of mayor of the 
borough, and he had and still oczupied the position of a 
magistrate of the borough, and in all those positions his con- 
duct had been such as to deserve and obtain, not only from 
his professional brethren, but from the palic at large, the 
highest esteem and approbation; and it wis a very great 
satisfaction to those members of his profession who were 
unable to take part in public life to find ons of their body 
so able to fill a pubiic caresr such as Mr. Whitley 
had undertaken. r. Squarey concluded by hoping that 
he had expressed, however imperfectly, the feelinzs of his 
bata oag whom he was surrounded, and he hai now to 
beg Mr. Whitley’s acceptance of the silver dish, and to wish 
that himself and Mrs. Whitley might live long t2 enjoy the 
nappies upon which they had entered. 

r, WHITLEY (who spoke with much emotion) said there 
were times when even the most practised and ready speaker 
must fail to express in adequate language the feelings and 
emotions under which he laboured ; and if it were not that 
he felt. he was in the presence of many old and valued friends, 
he should at the present time fail in.any adequate degree to 
convey to them his thanks for this mark of their friendship 
and regard. Among the many expressions of kindness 
which he had received, none would be more treasured up in 
in his memory than that token of regard from many, 
among whom were those who had known him from his 
earliest professional life, and one with whom he began 
his professional career. Sarrounded as he was by 
those who had known him during the whole of that career, 
he could not but feel deeply moved by that expression of 
their sympathy and regard. He was well aware, as Mr. 
Squarey had said, that in any professional career it needs 
must be that sometimes in their zeal for their different 
clients they were brought personally intocontact and collision 
with many of their professional friends; and he could not 
hope that in a now somewhat lengthened professional caréer 
he might not at some time have given offence or said an 
uokind word with respect perhaps to some who were then 
present. But their presence that day was testimony that 
at all events they were quick to forgive and generous in 
the expression of their forgiveness. Mr. Squarey had 
kindly spoken of the position which he (Mr. Whitley) 
occupied in the town of Liverpool. He coald assure them 
that he had always felt that he owed in no slight 
degree that position to the kindness and generosity 
and good feeling of his professional brethren. It was 
impossible for anyone in a great commercial town like 
this, whatever might be his talent or his fitness for 
public life, to receive the confidence of the public at large, 
unless he received the confidence and esteem of those with 
whom he was brought daily into contact in the course of 
his profession. He did not forget the kindness he received 
from them when he had the honour of filling the office to 
which Mr. Squarey had referred ; and this renewed testi- 
mony of their regard was one of those treasured memories 
which, whatever might be his fatare career in life, he 
never could possibly forget. He was well aware that that 
testimonial was owing in no slight measure to the position 
which he had the honour to occupy this year as president 
of the Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool ; at the same 
time he could not help feeling that he owed mach to the 
kindness and friendship, not only of his older professional 
friends, but also to many of the younger brethren of the 
profession to which he had the honoar to belong. They had 
been kind enough to associate the testimonial with 
an event of his life which, of course, was fraught 
with his future happiness, and he could only say 
that to Mrs. Whitley that testimony of regard and 
friendship for her husband from his profess‘onal breshren 
would be deeply gratifying. And now, gentlsmen, con- 
tinted Mr. Whitley, I can only thank you for your attend- 
ance to-day. It is very gratifying to me to see around me 
some of my very oldest friends in the profession—my old 
master and constant friend Mr. Bateson, my friend Me 
fymer. my old class-mate Mr, Harvey, my old and valaed 

end the father of the profession, Mr. Payne, my friend Mr. 
Gill, and other gentlemen whom I have long kaown. EF 
thank you for your attendance this afternoon. I thank mp 
younger friends in the profession for th-ir kindness ia show- 
ing their friendship and regard for me ; and, gentl-men, [ 





can only hope that I shall prove myself--I shall endeavour 
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at all events to prove myself—worthy of your regard and 
friendship and csteem, which I value more almost than any 
other part of my public life, because after al], the esteem and 
friendship of those who know one best is that which every 
right-minded man should endeavour to deserve and per- 


petuate. 
On the 27th inst., a service of silver plate was also pre- 
sented to Mr. Whitley by his fellow-townsmen. e 


presentation was made in the town-hall by the mayor, who, 
after speaking of the services rendered by Mr. Whitley to 
the town, said :—“ All these circumstances have raised up 
in the minds of your fellow-townsmen a feeling of the 
warmest affection and regard for yourself; and when an 
opportunity was afforded the other day on the occasion of 
your marriage, a spontaneous feeling arose amongst different 
‘sections of the community that it was a very fitting oppor- 
tunity to mark that esteem and that regard which existed 
‘for you amongst your fellow-citizens. That feeling centred 
‘here in this town-hall, and took the shape of a public testi- 
mmonial, and I have, sir, the satisfaction to say that, at that 
meeting which was held here, all classes of the community 
‘were represented, and, as I have already said, the subscri- 
bers, who.afterwards responded, included all sections of the 
inhabitants of this town.” 





Appuinturents, Ete. 


Mr. Freperick Carter, Q.C., Attorney-General of New- 
foundland, has been created a Knight Commander of the 
Order of St. Michael and St. George. Sir F. Carter was 
called to the bar in Newfoundland, and became a Queen’s 
Counsel for that colony in 1859. He was Speaker of the 
House of Assembly from 1861 till 1865, when he was 
appointed Premier and Attorney-General. He resigned 
Office in 1870, but was re-appointed in 1874. 


Mr. Francis Fremine, barrister, has been appointed 
Attorney-General for the Island of Barbadoes, in succession 
to Mr. Hugh Reilly Semper, who has been appointed a 
Puisne Judge in the colony of British Guiana. Mr. Fleming 
was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas 
Term, 1866. He was appointed Crown Solicitor for the 
Mauritius in 1869, and became a judge of the District 
Court of Jamaica in 1876. 


Mr. James Gress, barrister, bas been created a Com- 
panion of the Order of the Star of India. Mr. Gibbs is the 
son of the late Mr. Michael Gibbs, Alderman, of London, and 
was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 
1874. He is a member of the Ly weg | Civil Service, and 
was for several years a judge of the High Court of that 
Presidency. He was appointed a member of the council of 
the Governor of Bombay in 1874. 


Mr. Atexanper THomas Mactean, of the Bengal Civil 
Service, has been appointed to officiate as a Judge of the 
High Court of Judicature at Calcutta. 


Mr. Witu1AM Marsa, solicitor, of Yeovil, has been ap- 
pointed Clerk to the Tisbury Board of Guardians, in suc- 
‘cession to Mr. Thomas Burridge Chitty, resigned. Mr. 
Marsh was admitted a solicitor in 1872, and is clerk to the 
‘county magistrates at Yeovil, and the Yeovil Highway 
Board. His partner, Mr. William Henry Mayo, of Wilton 
and Yeovil, is clerk to the county magistrates at Hindon, 
and town clerk of Wilton. 


Mr. Ancnipatp Micur, Q.C., Agent-General for Vic- 
toria, has been created a Knight Commander of the Order 
of St. Michael and St. George. Sir A. Michie was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1852, and he 
was called to the bar at Melbourne in September of the same 
year. He is a Queen’s Counsel for the colony of Victoria, 
=” bas held the offices of Attorney-General and Minister 

ustice. 


Mr. Henry Samvet Oprenuer, solicitor, of St. Helen’s, 
has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for Lan- 
cashire for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by 
Married Women. 


Mr. Witt1Am Woon, solicitor, of Southam, has been ap- 
pointed a Perpetual Commissioner for Warwickshire for 
taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women. 


Mr. Henry Waicier, of Oldham, has been appointed a 
er gma for taking the Acknowledgments of Married 
‘omen. 





Haciteties. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The society held its usnal fortnightly maeting st the Law 
Institution on Monday, the 27th inst., Mr. F. B. Moyle in 
the chair. The following legal moot, based on the deci- 
sion of Davies v. Garrett, was aoe for discus. 
sion by Mr. W. C. Owen, on behalf of Mr. A. H. Spokes :— 
‘¢ An English vessel bound for Russia, and having on board 
goods shipped on freight for the voyage, deviates from the 

rt of destination, and proceeds to another Russian port. 
Bince the commencement of the voyage wer has been de. 
clared between the two countries. On arrival at the port 
the ship is captured, the capture being equally inevitable if 
she had arrived at the original port of destination. Can the 
shipper recover for the loss of his goods ?”—Mr. E. 0, 
Rawlings opposed on the negative side. Messrs. Kane, 
Shirley Shirley, and Hadley also spoke to the question. At 
the conclusion of the debate the chairman summed up, and 
having put the subject to the meeting, a majority of one 
appeared in favour of the negative. 

Mr. Shirley Shirley presided at a meeting on 
Wednesday last, when Mr. Owen strongly urged the 
necessity of the proposition—‘‘That the management 
by the City Corporation of the funds intrusted to their 
custody calls for! investigation,” drawing attention first, 
to the enormous amount of money expended by the 
Corporation Guilds on frequent banquets; and, secondly, to 
the excessive salaries paid to their officers. He was sup- 
ported by Messrs. Dowson, Kane, Havergal, and Chilcott. 
Messrs. Rubinstein and Rhys D’Morgan spoke on the nega- 
tive side. The motion was finally carried by a majority 
of four. 





BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


This society held its 627th ordinary meeting on Tuesday 
evening, May 28, in the library of the Birmingham Law 
Society, Bennetts-hill, H. Lakin Smith, Esq., B.A., in the 
chair. Questions from Williams on Real Property were dis- 
cussed for half an hour, when a debate followed on moot 
point No. 595. ‘Is it desirable that the system of registra- 
tion adopted in York and Middlesex should be extended to 
all the counties ?” Mr. Hooper opened the debate in the 
affirmative and was followed by Messrs. Vince, Rogers, and 
Samuel. Mr. Edwards opposed in the negative, and was 
supported by Messrs. Coulton, Bailey, Cochrane, and 
Hargreave. The chairman having summed up, the question 
was decided in the a by a majority of one vote. A 
vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the meeting. 





UNITED LAW CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


The forty-sixth anniversary dinner of this society was 
held un Wednesday evening, at the Freemasons’ Tavern, 
Great Queen-street, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, under the presi- 
dency of Lord Justice Thesiger. The guests numbered 
nearly 300. 

The CHAIRMAN, in proposing the toast of ‘The Queen,” 
observed that for some time the country had been passing 
through @ period of considerable anxiety. The important 
issue of peace or war was trembling in the balance, and 
the clonds which had been lowering over the political 
horizon had not yet dispersed. At such a time feelings of 
patriotism were strongly aroused. At all times those feel- 
ings had found a centre in the Throne, and they found one 
in the illustrious lady who now occupied it. Her Majesty 
was at once the Sovereign, the representative, and the 
friend of her people. 

The CuareMan, in proposing “The Health of the Prince 
and Princess of* Wales, and the rest of the Royal Family,” 
said that the Prince of Wales, practically d from 
political life, had in his social life won the commendation 


France, and had exhibited the reality an 





of all. He had recently conciliated all classes of people in 
d not the mere 
outside of s good nature. As to the Princess of Wales, 
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that illustrious lady had taken a complete hold of the affec- 
tions of the English people. In giving the toast of ‘* The 
Army, Navy, and Auxiliary Forces,” the chairman expressed 
his belief that the more we were prepared for war the better 
the security for peace. He eulogised the employment of the 
Indian troops as an act which had hada most important effect 
on the minds of Euro statesmen, and which history 
would record as one of the strongest evidences of the latent 
forces of the British Empire. 

Masor Currry, Q.C., in responding, observed that the pre- 
sent warlike spirit of the forces had never been exceeded. 
He hoped, however, that peace would prevail, and that the 
three forces would have no present occasion for displaying 
those qualities for which they are renowned. 

The CHAIRMAN, in proposing the toast of the evening, 
‘Prosperity to the United Law Clerks’ Society,” observed 
that the society was not a mere charitable institution, for it 
had not been founded by means of external aid, but by law 
clerks, and its primary sources of support were to be found 
in the subscriptions of law clerks. Its object was to afford 
encouragement to a class of men known for their fidelity 
and trustworthiness, in habits of thrift, and independence. 
He should like to see the present number of 800 members 
of the society increased, and he believed that much in this 
direction might be accomplished by the employers of law 
clerks and by increased individual efforts on the part of the 
clerks themselves. Although the capital of the society now 
reached £58,000, being an increase of £10,000 since 1872, 
the period of the maximum call on account of superannuation 
allowances bad arrived. The Chairman recommended, amon 
other suggestions, that the capital account should be pissed 
ata larger amount, and that increased support should be 
given to the Mutual Assurance and Casual Fund. In their 
¢elerks the barristers had faithful, true, and constant friends ; 
and he invoked the best wishes of those assembled for the 
continued prosperity of tle United Law Clerks’ Society. 
The Chairman supplemented these observations by announcing 
that the subscriptions to the society amounted to £612 14s. 

Mr. A. M. Scoriivan, M.P., proposed the toast of ‘‘ The 
Patrons of the Society,” expressing a hope that the bar and 
solicitors of England might long continue to exbibit their 
benevolence to the members of the society. 

Sir H. M. Jackson, Bart., Q.C., M.P., responded. 

The ATToRNEY-GENERAL, in proposing the toast of ‘‘ The 
Chairman,” said that the learned judge throughout bis pro- 
fession had earned the respect as ection of all concerned 
in the administration of the law. 

The CHAIRMAN responded. 

The remaining toasts were ‘‘ The Bench, the Bar, and the 
Profession,” apeees by Mr. Charles Russell, Q.C., and 
replied to by Mr. F. Herschell, Q.C.; ‘‘The Trustees,” 
*‘The Honorary Stewards,” and ‘‘ The Ladies.” 


ee et 


BRADFORD LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


On Wednesday week a meeting of this society was held 
atthe West Riding Court Housé, Bradford, when the 
prizes were distributed to the successfal candidates in the 
honorary members’ essay competition, by W. T. 8S. Daniel 
Esq., Q.C.—Mr. Daniel occupied the chair, and said it was 
avery pleasing duty for him to present the prizes given 
by Mr. Robinson, the registrar of the county court, for 
essays on “ The Law of Primogenitare and Entail.” The 
frst prize (£4 13s.) would be presented to Mr. Kenny, 
‘of Leeds, He had read this gentleman’s essay, and quite 
oncurred in the selection made by Mr. Robinson. 
Mr. Kennedy had evidently studied his subject well. The 
second prize (£3 2s.) would be awarded to Mr. Clough. 
The rext prizes he had to distribute were those offered by 
Mr, Yewdall for essays upon the “ Advantages and Dis- 
advantages of the County Court System.” The firet prize 
(5 5s.) for thig subject would be awarded to Mr. Bar- 
low. He (Mr. Daniel) was sure he did not know how this 

tleman had been able to find out so many advantages, 

r excepting in 7 districts, he did not think county 
courts were appreciated. It seemed that to some extent in 
these parts they were appreciated. The second prize 
(£2 10s.) would resented to Mr. Knight, and his paper 
Well deserved the prize it had obtained. A third gentleman 
had supplied a paper, which, although not quite san in 
merit to the other two, was still meritorious. He did not 
think that thie paper ought to go unre warded, and he should 
‘be very pleased if itr. Wheelwright, the writer of the essay, 





would accept of a small work which he had purchased. The 
rizes, which consisted of legal works, having been distri- 
mted, the chairman said so far as he was concerned he had 
~~ satisfaction in being enabled to bear his testimony— 
or what it was worth—to the persistent learning and useful 
labour which had been expended, not only by those who 
had succeeded in obtaining prizes, but also by those who 
were unsuccessful. With regard to the essays in the 
competition for Mr. Rcbinson’s prize, there had been d's- 
pn te a considerable amount of knowledge and skill, 
and he had no doubt if those who were unsuccessful 
would continue their labours in the future, that they 
would be ultimately rewarded. The various gentlemen 
who had taken prizes having acknowledged receiving them 
in appropriate terms, the chairman proposed a vote of 
thanks to Mr. Robinson for providing the prizes. In doing 
so he remarked that in regard to law students, there were 
different schools of law, and schools of different, eminence 
in the profession. He ventured to describe law students’ 
societies as infant schools, and if they laid a good founda- 
tion in this school, the chances were that they would get 
into the elementary school, and from that into the high 
school. He was not sure that if they got into the high 
school they might not qualify themselves to reach the 
highest places in the profession. It would always be his 
effort to endeavour to urge the importance of their quali- 
fying themselves for the arduous duties they would have to 
perform in the honourable profession in which they were 
engaged. He hoped that they would all feel that they were 
engaged in an honourable profession. A profession was dis- 
tinct froma trade. Money came as the result of honourable 
labour, and he would urge on them not to make it the prime 
object of their life to obtain it. Let the path of honcur ever 
be the path which they chalked out, for the path of honour 
was the path of duty,and when that path was diligently pur- 
sued, they might depend upon it there would be flowers 
which would bear fruit in‘due season. With reference to 
the vote which he proposed, he thought that their hearty 
thanks were due to Mr. Robinson for providing the prizes. 
The subject which had been chosen was of very great im- 
portance, and fully justified the study which bad been ex- 
pended on the essays for which prizes had been awarded. 
The motion having been seconded and carried amidst applause, 
Mr. Robinson ackcowledged the compliment, observing that 
he was very glad to have been the means of ascertaining 
the views 8 sentiments of the young gentlemen members 
of the society on the subject of the law of primogenture 
and entail, which was of very great importance in this 
country. A similar vote of thanks was afterwards accorded 
to Mr. Yewdall, who, in acknowledgment, spoke of the 
interest he took in the society, expressing his willingness 
to accord it his support in the future. The secretary (Mr. 
G. F. Hirst) announced that Mr. Killick had offered to pre- 
rent the honorary members’ prize for essays next year. The 
remainder of the evening was occupied with a debate on 
the desirability of opening museums end winter gardens on 
Sundays. 





Leqal Pews. 


‘* Saturday last,” says the Times reporter, ‘‘ being the day 
appointed to celebrate her Majesty’s birthday, al] the Courts 
at Westminster and Lincoln’s-inn, with the exception of the 
Master of the Rolls, took a holiday. Before the passing of 
the Judicature Acts it used not to be the general practice 
for the courts of common law to observe this day, thongh 
in chancery it was otherwise. At the present time evidently 
the courts at Westminster, adopting the new maxim that 
where the rules of law and equity conflict the latter are to 
prevail, follow the old rule of the chancery courts and do 
not sit. The Master of the Rolls, we understand, differing 
from the other judges of the division, considers that as there 
is no express mention of this holiday made in the Judicature 
Acts, it is his duty to sit. This has caused some commerit, 
and it seems a pity there should not be a general rule on the 
subject, so that the holiday taken by the other judges in 
the chancery division may be of besefit to that branch of 
the profession generally, and not be an exceptional hardsh' P 
to those gentlemen called upon to attend at the Rolls 
Court,” [who, however, it may be added, are not without 
some alleviating circumstances in their hard lot, in the 
sbape of the fees indorsed on their briefs.) 
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On Tuesday, in the House of Commons, Mr. P. A. Taylor 
inquired whether the Home Secretary’s attention had been 
ed to the case of ¥ t Carroll, who on the 13th 
instant was committed to prison for fourteen days by the 
judge of the Grantham County Court, for contempt of court, 
eg as is alleged, she did not give an intelligible ex- 
planation of a fact of which it was subsequently proved that 
she could have had no knowledge; whether the judge was 
correctly reported to have said in answer to a remon- 
strance, ‘I will read you people a lesson. You are not to 
to come here and tell those abominable lies ;’”’ and whether 
he would take any steps in the matter. Mr. Cross 
said that the attention of the Lord Chancellor had 
been directed to this matter before the question appeared 
on the paper, and he Had been in communication with the 
county court judge, and bad received from bim an explana- 
tion from which there could be no doubt that the judge had 
exceeded his authority. The Lord Chancellor had the case 
under consideration at the preseat moment, and when a 
ee had been arrived at the hon. member would be 
ormed. 





Leqislatianw of the Weck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
MAY 23.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private Bitis.—London and North-Western Railway 
(Wortley to Leeds, &c.), London and North-Western and 
Farness Railway Companies, Manchester Sonth Junction 
and Altrincham Railway, Cardiff (River Side) Road and 
Bridge, Great Eastern Railway (Northern Extension), 
Maryport Improvement. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Brius.—Pacific Steam Navigation Company, 
Preston Tramways, Hull Street Tramways, Cockermouth 
and Workington Water, and Manchester Division (Stipen- 
diary Justices). 

Locat Government Provisional Orpers (Antnapon, &c. ) 
Pustic Works Loaxs. 
MAY 24.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Paivare Brris.—Market Deeping Railway, Mersey 
Docks and Harbour Board, and Cleator and Workington 
Junction Railway. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

PervaTe Briis.—Ilen Valley Railway, Mansfield Com- 
missioners Gas, London, Brighton, and Sonth Coast Rail- 
way (Croydon, Oxted, and East Grinstead Railways), 
London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway (Various 
Powers), and Scarborough (Corporation) Water. 

Exsciosvee Provisionat Onpers. 
BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Mepicat Acr, 1858, Amenpmenr. Exementany Epcca- 
tiow Provisional Onper Conrmuation (Loypon). 
Exrementany Epvucation Provisiona, Onpers Con- 
FiemaTion (Biemisenam, &c.). 
MAY 27.—ROYAL COMMISSION. 

_ The Royal Assent was given by Commission to the follow- 
ing Bills:—Customs and Inland Revenue Act, Baths and 
Wasbhouses Act, Factories and Workshops Act, Adultera- 
tion of Seeds Act, Public Works Loans Act, Matrimonial 
Causes Act, Local Government Board’s Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (Abingdon, &c.) Act, Drainage and Improve- 
ment of Lands (Ireland) Supplemental Act, Borrowstown- 
ness Town and Harbour (Amendment) Act, Yarmouth and 
North Norfolk (Light) Railway Act, Marske and Saltburn 
Gas Act, Birmingham Cl Burial Grounds Act, York 
United Gas Ligtt Company's Act, Truro Water (Extension 
of Time) Act, Nottingham Waterworks Act, Pegwell Ba 

Reclamation ond Sandwich Haven Improvement Act, Clyde 
Navigation Act, Lewes Gas Act, Leabridge District Gas 
Act, Scarborough Waterworks Amendment Act, Pacific 
Steam Navigation Company's Act, Preston Tramways Act, 
Scottish Union and National Insurance Company's Act, and 
the Hall-steret Traroways Act, 

BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 

Parvate Buis—Bradford Water and Improvement, 

Leomineter and Bromyard Railway, and Newbury Borough 


Extension. 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Parvate Bitte. —Eset Grinstead Gas and Water Bill, 
Ehowdds Vall-y and Hirwain Janction Railway, and Hemel 
Hempstead District Gas. 





BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Contagious Diszases (ANIMALS). 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
MAY 23.—BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitits.—Bradford Canal Transfer, and Cheadle 


Railway. 
May 24.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
PrivaTEe Brits.—Bristol Port and Channel Dock, Great 
Eastern and Bury St. Edmunds and Thetford Railway 
Companies, Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway, and North- 
Eastern Railway. 
MAY 27—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
PrivaTE Bitis.—Leicester Corporation, Lichfield Gas, 
Ramsey and Somersham Railway. 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Brtts.—Dalton-in-Furness Local Board, Forth- 


a Railway, Liverpool Improvement, South Hants - 
r. 


BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Conwax Bripcz (Composition or Dest), Consoxipatep 
Fonp (No. 3), Excuzquen Bonps (No. 2). Ramwar 
Returns (Contixvovs Brakes). CONSECRATION oF 
Cuurcayarps Act (1867) AMENDMENT. 

MAY 28.—BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Parvare Biris.—Cheltenham Corporation Water, Chester 

Tramways, Clitheroe Gas, Water, and Improvement, 

Dudley and Oldbury Junction Railway, Great Northern 

Railway (Farther Powers), and Jarrow Improvement. 

BILLS READ A FIRST TIME. 
Inciosvre.—Bills to confirm certain provisional orders 
for the inclosure of commons relating to the Llanfair-hills 
and Orford. (Sir M. Ridley.) 
Errine Forest.—Bill for the disafforesting of Epping 

Forest and the preservation and management of the un. 

inclosed parts thereof, (Sir H. Selwin-Ibbetson.) 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 

June 4.—Mesers. DepennHamM & Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., 
pr and leasehold properties («ee advertisement this week, 
p- 11). 

June 4.—Mesers. Epwin Fox & BovsrteE.p, at the Mart, at 2 
p.m., freehold ground-rent (see advertisement, p. 5, we: ne 

June 6.—Messrs. Mansu, Mitner, & Co., at the Gui 
Coffee House, at 1 p.m., Reversion, Policies, Shares, Deben- 
tures, and Bonds (see advertisement, p. 615 this week). 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 
ARATHOON—May 28, at Westborne-park-road, W., the wife 
of C. W. Arathoon, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
Avustin—May 25, at 6, Fairfax-road, N.W., the wife of J. V- 
Austin, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
FreemMan—May 27, at 60, Cornwall-road, W., the wife of G. 
Broke Freeman, barrister-at-law, of a son. , 
Gurcory—May 26, at 2, Gledhow-gardens, S.W., the wife of 
Philip §. Gregory, barrister-at-law, of a son, 
SmitH—May 26, at The Hollies, Nailsworth, Gloucester, the 
wife of Alfred E. Smith, solicitor, of a son. 
MARRIAGE, 
Boors—Wi111aMs—May 22, at Claughton, Richard Booth, of 
Lincoln’s-ion, barrister-at-law, to Ada, daughter of Thomas 
Williams, Maudlends, Birkenhead, 


ATHS. 
Faretu—May 22, at Bournemouth, Harold Freeth, of 4, 
Buckland-crescent, N.W., barri-ter-at-law, aged 27, 
MiLLER—May 22, at 27, Vitorin-streot, $.W., John Fisher 
Miller, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, late Chief Registrar 
of Her Mojesty’s Court of Bankruptcy, aged 74. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
yuan, Meg a, seme, 
ITED th Chane . 
Globe Iron Works, Limited. - V0. Hall has fixed June 4, at 12, at hie 
chombers, as the time and piace for the appointment of an officias 


liquidator 
bf le Life Assurence Com Limited,—Creditors 416 re~ 
po gy before June 22, to send names and addresses, and 
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the particulars of their debts cr claims to William Brooks, Old Jewry 
bers. T , June 25, at 12, is appomted for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims 
, Mathews and Sons, Limived.-—Peti‘ion for winding up, presented 
May 18, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on May 31. Sandys 
oe f Treyenen, Chancery lane, solicitors for the petitioners 


Turepay, May 28, 1878. 
LIMITED hat yr P ‘ 
ratsberg Mining Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
_—< Say 25, di one to be heard before V.C. Hall on June 7. 
Girdlestone, Albany courtyard, Piccadilly . 
Boxton Cement Company, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Wednesday, 
June 5, at 11.30, at his chambers as the time and place for the 
appointment of an official liquidator 
Cape Breton Company, Limited.—V.C. Malins has, by an order dated 
Feb 18, appointed Frederick Winney, to act with Samue! Lowel Price 
* gs official liquidator in the p'ace of David Joseph Kennelly 
Catherton Colliery Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. 
Malins dated May 17, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Cooke and Jones, Serjeant’s inn, Chancery lane, agents 
. for Chandler, Shrewsbury, solicitor for the petitioners 
Ivy House and Norwood Colliery Company, Limited —By an order 
made by the M.R. dated May 18, it was ordered that the above com- 
ny be wound up. Williamson and Co, Sherborne lane, ageats for 
h and Son, Liverpool, solicitors for the petitioner 
Patent Steam Engine Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. 
Bacon dated May 18, it was ordered that the above company be wound 
up. Snell and Greenip, George st, Mansion House, solicitors for the 
petitioners 
Star Rolling Mills Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented May 23, directed to be heard before V.C, Malins, on June 7. 
Ven Sandau and Cumming, King st, Cheapside, agents for Belk and 
ngton, Middlesborough, solicitors for the petationer 
Waterloo Iron and Tin Plate Company, Limited.—Petition fur winding 
up, presented May 24, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on 
Friday, June 7. Few and Co, Surrey st, Strand, agents for Greenway 
and Bytheway, Pontypool, solicitors for the petitioners 


County PauaTine oF LANCASTER. 
Fripay, May 24, 1878. 
Bankwood Spinning and Doubling Company, Limited.—The V.C. has 
by an order dated May 3, apoointed Harry Wilson Adams)n, Nor- 
folk et, Manchester, to be official liquidatwr 


Friendly Socicties Dissolved. 
Tuxspay, May 28, 1878. 
Penile Friendly Society, Crown and Sceptre Inn; Can terbury, Kent. 
ay 2 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Famay, May 17, 1878. 
Ballantine, Robert, Victoria Park rd, South Hackney. June 24. 
wif v. Ballantine, V.C, Hall. Freshfield, Ban buildings, Loth - 
ur 


Bore, Robert, Presteign, Innkeeper. June 15. Bore v. Davie3, V.C. 
Hall. Wakelio, Pr steign 
Hall, John, Skirbeck, Lincoln, Shopkeeper. June 6. Hall v. Trevitt, 
V.C. Hall. Wise, Boston 
Lardner, Thomas, Cjifton, Oxford, Machinist. June 27. Austin v. 
Larduer, M.R. Lovel!, Deddington 
Philipps, Rev James Henry Alexander. Picton Castle, Pembroke. June 
Longbourne y. Fisher, V.C. Bacon. Longbourne, Lincoln’s inn 


s 
Smith, James, Wickham, Hants, Brewer. June 15. Gregory y. 
Churcher, V.C. Hall, Ford and Son, Portsmouth 
Woodward, Francis, Imington, Warwick. June20, Farmer v. Farmer 
V.C. Malins, Freeman, Queen st, Cheapside 
Tuxsoay, May 21, 1878. 
Barnes, Henry, Long aore, Drysalter, June 26. Workman y. Barnes, 
0, . Lovett, King William st 
Butes, Edwerd, Liverpool rd, Ivory Turner. Juns 24. Butes v, Butes, 
V.C, Ha!l, Letts, jun, Bartlett’s buildings 
Qlark, John, Matilda st, Bethnal Green, Sausage Manufacturer. 
June 29. Clark v, Clarks, V.C, Matins, Voss, Vestry hall, Beth nal 


Teen 
Dodingten, Rev Thomas Marriott, Ho-sington, Somerset. Jano 29. 
Dodington ¥. Phelps, V.C. Hall. Woodforde, Red Lion aq 
Green, Ellen, Great Malvern, Worcester Juas 22. Green y. Allen, 
R. Burton rnd Oo, Linco'n’s inn fields 
Harvey, Mary Ann, Hanover st. Kentish Town. June 16. Harvey v. 
Thirkettle, V.C, . Shaw, Furnivai’s inn 
» Doveton, United Service Club, Major Gen in H M’s Madras 
Staff ‘Corps. June 20, Ponder vy. Hodson, V.C. Malis. Mead, 
Jermyn st, St James's 
t, Ambrose, Carshalton, Surrey, Farmer. Nov 5, Grant y. 
Carpenter, V.C, Bacon - 
Little, James, Bath, June8, Jackson y, Gabbett, V.C, Malins, Ward, 
Bedford row 
Smeed, George, 
man, Gresbam 
Croditors under 22 & 23 Viot. cap. 35, 
Last Da Clam. 
a Faipay, May 17, 1878, 
4" Henry Michell, Bruton. Somerset, Gent, June 17, Ruse, 
le 


ary 
Bird, George, Small Heath, Warwick, Commercial Clerk. Jane a4, 
Fitter, Birmingham 
Harriet, Digbotn, Birmingham, June 21, Fittor, Birmingham 
cane ~_— Ohespside, June 24, Maraden and Son, Queen at, 
Chant, ry Fs Doreen villas, Barnes, June 24. Marsden and Son, 
On 
ig ee B hopeton, Gioucestorshire, Pawnbroker, July 14, 


ey, Brit 
Michael Blackfriars rd. b, a P 
™,é on he rd. June 26, Simpson and Palmor, 


ning, June 15. Smeod y, Smeed, V.C. Hall, Shear- 





i William, Sxezness, Lincoln, Cottager. Jane 3, Bassitt, Wain-- 
t 


se 
Froom, Charles Pool, Marlborough chambers, Pall Mall, Solicitor. 
July |. Murray, Whitzhall place 
Goodwin, Thomas, Maidstome, Organ Builder. June7. Beale and Co, 
Maidstone 
Harris, Thomas, George, Lewisham, Gent. June 24, Parker and Son, 


Lewisham 
Hill, Robert John, Hemingford rd, Barnsbury, Meat Salesnan. July 
Join Thorne, Gilbert st, Grosvenor sq i 
Hopews!', Robert, Cropwell Bishop, Notts, Cottager. June 3. Bassitt, 
i t 


Wai 

Jacobs, Rosetta, Newington Green ri, Canonbury. June20. Frost, . 
Leadenhall] st 

Lancaster, Christopher, New Union st, Sheriff:’ Yeonan Usher. Jane 


25. Forge, Fitzroy rd, Regent’s Park 
Levett, William, Graczchurch st, Accoantant. Aug?. Fuster, Queen 


st place 
Mettham, John, Mansfield, Nottingha n, Fish Dealer. Wells and Giad, 


Nottingham 

Morton. George, Cheapside. June 24. Mursde: and Son, Queen st, 
Cheapside 

Prichard, Thomas, Abington Abbey, Nor‘hampton, Esq. Ang 3!. 
Dennis and Faulkaer, Northampton 

Redfern, Charles, Nottingham, Lace Manufactarer. Jaly 1. Wells 
and Hind, Nottingham 3 

Rubbins, Cattan, Chapel Bridge, nr Long Sutton. June 18. Harrison, 
Bermondsey st ; 4 

Sadler, John, Harborne, Staffuri, Mill Owner, Janz 24. Pitter, Bir- 


mingham 3 

Slater, George, Wolstanton, Stafford, Yeomim. Juns 22. Knight, 
Newcastle-under-Lyme : 

Sylvester, Robert Ashworth, Nottingham, Lace Mansfacturer. July 1. 
Weils and Hind, Nottiagh ar 

Todd, Joseph, Tunbridge Wells, Esq. Jaly 18. Young and Co, 8: 


Mildred’s cou Poultry 
Turner, Richard, Kingston-upoa-“u!l, Gent. July 15. England and 


Oo, H 
Vaux, Cathbert, Greatham, Darham, Shipoweer. Jane 10. Bruntoz, 
West Hartlepool 
Wilson, Isabella, Feversham, Westmoreland, Ja'y 5. Thomsoa and 
Wilson, Kendal 
Bankrupts. 
Fripay, May 24, 178. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1369. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the [ egistrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Brooke, Charles, Upper East Smithfield, Pawnbroker. Pet May 21- 
Hoslitt. June 5 at li 
Crombie, David, and Thomas Martin, The Wharf, Amberley rd, Pad- 
diugton, Firewood Merchants. Pet May 22. Spring-Rics. June 4 
atl 
Forster, Robert Jamas, Westbourne Grove, Bishop's road. Pet May 29. 
Brougham. Jane 4 atll 
Gardiner, Joseph, Cornwall rd, Brixton Rise, Housa Agent. Pet May 
21, Hazitt. June 5 at 12 
Gardiner, Thomas, Culium st, Lead Merchant. Pet May 23. Mucray. 
Jane '9 at Ll 
Harper, John Balls, Billiter st, Taitor. Pet May 21. Haziitt. JuneS 
at 11,30 
Winch, Willism, Gosset st, Bethaal Green, Timber Merchant. Pet 
May 22. Spring-Rice. June 4 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Garbutt, Henderson, Ecelesbill, York, Stuff Manufacturer, Pet May 
22, Rebinscn. Bradford, Juna7 at 9 
Green, Walter, West Hanningfield, Essex, Farmer. Pet May 14. 
Gepp. Chelmsford, June 6 at Il 
Picker-gill, Thomas, Huddersfield, Strap Manufactarer, Pet May 21, 
Jones, jun. Huddersfield, June 6 at 11 
Strachan, Joon Alexander, Kingston-upon-Haull, Gas Enginesr. Pet 
May 21, Roilit. Kingston-upon-Hull, Juse 4 at 2 : 
Wilde, John, Northampton, Woolien Merchant. Pet May i8. Denais 
Northampton, June 7 at 10 


Toespay, May 28, 1873, 
Under the Bankruptoy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proots of debdtsco the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London, 
Moojen, Frederick Charles, St Benet's place, Gracechureh st, Solicitor. 
Pet May 17, Keeae. Juas7 at ll 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Brown, William Nevel Thompson Spalding, Corn Merchant. Pet 
May 25, Gacnes. Peterborough, Jaume 15 af It 

Courtenay, Edward Baldwin, Epsom, Pot May 2h. Rowlaal. Croy- 
von, June l4 at 2 ; 

Denton, Henry Gowthorpa, ;Baverloy, York, Caal Merchant. Pet May 
24, Rolht. Kiagstem-npon-Hail, June 14 at 2 

Darege, Max, Bromiey, Merehant’s Ciera. fet May 4. Rowland, 
Croydon, June i at 12 

Hainsworth, Jouathaa, Halifax, Michine Broker. Pet May 25. Ran- 
kin, Haifax, June Bat 

Joues, Ndward Alive}, Shrewsbury, Deaper, Pet May 25, Peele. 
Shrewsbury, June ll at 2 

Basing, Wiliam, Gheetham, Manchester, Coreh Builder, Pot Mag 
23. Lister, Manohester, June i? at Li 

Rothery, Alen, and Thomas Murgatroyd, Ltversodg’, York, Woested 
Spinners, Pot May 238. Nelson. Dewadury, Juae a7 at 


BANKRUPTOIB3 ANNULLED, x 
Farar, May 24, 1878, 
Dugelery, Matthias Pierey, Kingstoa-upoa-fail, Timber Merch vat, 


Hartslige, Thomas Hoary, Nobdle st, Faloon sq, Flower Wardour. 
man, May 28 
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Toxspay, May 28, 1878. 


Green, Morris, Jarrow, out of business. May 21 
-Hellier, John Samuel, Axmins‘er, Devon, Accountant. May 9 
Pitcher, John Horatio, Brighton, Wine Merchant. May 24 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 


Fripay, May 24, 1878, , 
Allman, Julius, and Samuel Turton, Manchester, Engineers, June 7 
at 3 at offices of Acdleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 
Anderton, George, the younger, and William James Lester, Manchester 
Oil Merchants. June 7 at 3 at offices of Boote and Edgar, Booth st, 
Manchester 
Ashton, Thomas Heard, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Watchmaker. June 3 
at 12.80 at offices of Morgan and Scott, High st, Cardiff 
Bailey, Jobn “ry Upper Norwood, Surrey, Accountant. June 12 
at 2 at oftices of Philbrick, Austin friars 
Bambridge, Emily, Leeds, Dealer in Fancy Goods. Jane 4 at 11 at 
offices of Hickin, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st. Lodge, Leeds 
Barry, Frederick Booth, Newport, Monmouth, Hosier, June 5 at 12 
at offices of Parsons, High st, Bristol. Oliver 
Beirne, Daniel, Fleet st, Tobacconist. June 3 at 2 at offices of Joyce, 
Devereux court, Temple 
-Biltcliff, James, Sheffield, Innkeeper. June 7 at 12 at offices of Tatter- 
shall, James st, Sheffield 
Boulton, James, Burton-on-Trent, Grecer. May 29 at1l at the Mid- 
land Hotel, Burton-on-Trent, Wilson 
Bovtwell, Thomas, Banner st, St Luke’s, Assistant to a Licensed 
Victualler, June 6 at 8 at offices of Bowker, Gray’s inn sq 
Bramley, William, Ramsbottom, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner. June 5 
at 3 at offices of Andertor, Garden st, Bury 
Briggs, Charles William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Coal Merchant. June 5 
at 2 at offices of Carlill and Burkinshaw, Parliament st, Kingston- 
upon-Hull. Thorney, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Brown, William, Stubbin Elsecar, York, Shopkeeper. Jane 13 at 11 
at offices of Freemar, Church st, Barnsley 
Buckingham, William Henry, Gecrge Andrew Buckingham, and Alfred 
Buckingham, Leeds, Cigar Merchants, June 5 at 11 at offices of 
Malcolm, Park row, Leeds 
Burrows, Henry, Brad‘ord, Rag Merchant. June7 at 4 at offices of 
Atkinson, Tyrre] st, Bradford 
Calderbank, John, Castleton, Lancashi:e, Tea Daaler. June 7 at 3 at 
the Commercial Hotel, Brown st, Manchester. Ashworth, Rochdale 
Cassidy, Bartholomew, Sme.hwick, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. 
June ! at 10.15 at offices of Jackscn, High st, West Bromwich 
Castile, James, Golborne rd, Notting Hill, Architect. June 7 at 11 
at offices cf Knight and Ward, Clement’s inn, S:rand 
Caswell, Frederick, Middlesborough, Innkeeper. June 1 at 12 at 
Abbot’s Railway Hotel, Yok. Teal, Middlestorough 
Chambers, George, Middiesborough, Butcher. June 7 at 3 at the 
Queen Hotel, Zetland rd, Micdiesborough. Bainbridge and Barnley, 
Midd'esborough 
~Chapmen, Nathanicl, Raveosthorpe, York, Bread Baker. June 4 at 11 
at offices of Shaw, Bond st, Dewsbury 
Clarke, Heber, Kimbolton, Huntingdon, Grocer. Jvne4 at 12 at the 
Swan Hote], Bedford. Day and Wade-Gery, St. Neots 
‘ C'arke, Oliver, Harborne, Stafford, Stone Mason. June 4 at 11 at 
offices of Davies, Birmingham 
Clay, Patrick,and Herbert Stonehewer Cooper, Adelaide place, London 
bridge, Merchants. June 5 at 12 at offices of Miller and Miller, 
Sher borne Jana 
Clayton, Frederick, Fenchurch st, Wine Merchant. Jane 5 at 12 at 
offices of Wade, Clifford’s inn 
Ccbbold, Thomas Henry, Colchester, Wine Merchant. June 7 at 10.30 
at offices of Jones, Townhall chambers, Colchester 
~ Collyer, William, Birchfields, Stafford, Builder. June 12 at 3 at offices 
of Barter, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Ai nkey, George, Curlisle, Boot and Shoe Dealer, June4 atl! at the 
= and Lamb Inn, Scotch st, Carlisle. Johnson, Scotch st, Car- 
isle 
“Cooper, Henry James, Newgate st, Fancy Goods Importer. June 6 at 2 
at offces of Gush and Phillips, Finskury circus 
Ccwans, James, Rothbury, Northumberland, Provision Dealer. June 
5 at 3 at « flices of Nicholson, Bridge st, Morpeth 
Crvok, Walter Thomas, High st, Kingsland, Fancy Draper. June 13 
at 2 at offices of Banes, Basinghall st. Mason, North buildings, Fins- 





ury 

Dal'ow, Frederick, Parker’s row, Bermondsey, Oilman. June 13 at 4 
at cffices of Hation and Westcott, Strand 

Davies, Edmund, Trealaw, nr Pontypriid, Baker, June 6 at 10 at 
offices of Roser, High st, Pontypridd 

Davies, John, Rrccon, Cabinet Maker, June 7 at 2 at offices of Bishop, 
Wreat st, Brecon 

Davidson, Morris, Stratford villas, Camden rd, Jeweller. Jure 12 at 3 
at the Mason’s Ha'l Tavern, Mason’s avenue, Basinghall st. Gam- 
mon, Barge yard, Bucklersbury 

Denton, John, Stroud, Gloucester, Blacksmith. June 11 at 3 at offices 
0° Witchell, Lan-down, Stroud 

Dow, John, Weaste, nr Manchester, Foreman, June 17 at 11 at offices 
of Smith, King st, Manchester 

Drake. James Edward, Henry et, Hampstead rd, Clothier. June 3 at 3 
at offices of Whitwell, King st, Cheapside 

Drysdale, Thon as Twidle, Swansea, Licensed Victualler. June 4 at 3 
at offices of Smith and Lewis, Cambrian place, Swansea 

Duke, Thomas Short, Gateshead, Durham, Brot and Sho Dealer. 
June 12 at 11 at offices of Keenlyside and Forster, 8t Johw’s cham- 
bers, Grainger st west, Newcastie-upon-Tyn : 


ie : 
Edwards, Griffiths, Shop issa Clawddnewydd, Denbigh, Draper. June 


5 at 12 at the Queen Hotel, Chester. Adams, Rathin 

‘Elliott, Andrew, and John Elliott, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Coach 
Builcers. June 6 at 12 at cffices of Robson, Townhall, Gateshead 

Ellis, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder, June 5 at2 at offices of 

ge and Denison, Grey st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Evans, John, West Bromwich, Coal Dealer. June 8 at 11 at offices of 
Topham, High st, West Bromwich ‘ 

‘Evane, Richard, Newtown, Montgomery, Butcher. June 8 at 12.30 at 
off ces of Williams and Cc, Bank, Newtown 





Falconer, James, Middlesborough, Baker. June 4 at 11 at offices of 
Robson, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough 

Farndale, George, Middlesborough, Chemist. June 6 at 3 at offices of 
Hope, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 

Fehrenbach, Gustave, Wolverhampton, Watchmaker. Juna 8 at 12 at 
offices of Green, Corporation st, Wolverhampton 

Fielden, James, Eli Fielden, Crossley Fielden, and William Fielden, 
Todmorden, Cotton Manufacturers. June 5 at 11,30 at the Mitre 
Hotel. Eastwood, Todmorden 

Fordy, Robert, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Innkeeper. June 3 at 12 at 
offices of Macdonald, Mosley st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Fowler, Alfred William, Whitechapel rd, Beer and Wine Retailer, 
June 3 at 10 at offices of Biggenden, North buildings, Eldon st 

Genin, Silvain, New Cavendish st, Portland place, Wine Merchant, 
June 165 at 11 at offices of Lewis, Old Broad st 

Gibbs, William, Southampton, Cook. June 3 at 3 at offices of Edmunds 
and Co, Portland st. Kilby, Southamptor 

Godfrey, William, St. George’s, Gloucester, Painter. June 3 at 1 at 
offices of Roper, Nicholas st 

Goode, William, and Walter Goode, Small Heath, Birmingham, 
Builders. Jone 5 at 11 at offices of Eaden, Bennett’s hill, Birming- 


Gough, Thomas, Bishop’s Castle, Salop, Builder. June 10 at 12 at 
offices of Newill, Bisbop’s Castle, Salop 
Gra webs, Acton, out of business, June 3at 4 at 37, Bedford row, 


ars 

Griffith, William Eden, Llandudro, Carnarvon, Coal Merchant. June 
12 at 1 at the British Hotel, Bangor. Dew, Llandudno 

Griffiths, William, Swansee, Grocer. May 31 at 2 at offices of Thomas, 
York place, Swansea 


Hampson, John, Macclesfield, Innkeeper. June 15 at 10 at offc:s of 
Parrott ané Co, Church side, Macclesfield : 
Hawkirs, William Henry, Antiey, Accrington, Builder. June 5 at tl 
at the Derby Hote), St. James st, Accrington. Walton, Blackburs 
Hawksley, Charles Edward, Queen Victoria st, Printer. June 6 at 3 at 
offices of Tippetts and Co, Great St Thomas Apostle 

Higgins, John Henry, Bilston, Stafford, Butcher. June 6 at 11 at the 
Globe Inn, Mount Pleasant, Bilston. Bowen, Bilston 

Hunt, James, Abergavenny, Marine Store Dealer. Juae 12 at 3 at 
offices of Jones, Frogmore st, Abergavenny : 

Hutchinson, Joseph, the younger, North Ormesby, nr Middlesborouah, 
Grocer. June 3 at 3 at offices of Hope, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 


Johnson, Tom, Whittlesey, Cambridge, Publican. June 6 at 12.30 at 
the Nag’s Head Inn, Whittlesey: Gaches, Peterborough 

Junes, Griffith, Sheffield, Trimming Dealer, June 6 at 3 at offices of 
Fairburn, Bank st, Sheffield 

Jcnes, Thomas, Llanddewibrefi, Cardigan, Grocer. Jane 1 at2 at 
offices of Philipp*, Quay st, Carmarthen, Edwardes, Lampeter 

Keys, Richard, High st, Marylebone, Grocer. June 20 at 2 at offices 
of Deane and Co, South sq, Gray’s inn 


Lanchenick, Jobn, Clifton, Bristol, Stationer. June 6 at 12 at offices 
of Murly and Sons, Old Post Office chambers, Corn st, Bristol 

Lane, Samuel Edward, Liverpool rd, Islington, Watchmaker. June 
6 at 3 at offices of Popham, Vincent terrace, Islington 

Lawrence, Moses, Badbrook, Stroud, Gloucester, Furniture Broker, 
Jure 5 at 3 at The Grange, Painswick. Fisher 

Locker, John, Bridgewater, China Dealer. June 7 at 12 at offices of 
Reed and Cook, King sq, Bridgewater 

Longmore, John, Buckton, Hereford, Farmer. June 14 at 11 at the 
Royal Oak Hotel, Leominster. James and Bodenham, Hereford 

Ludlow, Paul, Soutowram, York, Innkeeper. June 7 at 11 at offices 
of Ingram and Huntriss, Hopwood lane, Halifax 


Manners, Douglas Ernest, Hugh st, Eccleston st, Gent. Jute 6 at 2 
at offices of Buffen, Wool Exchange, Coleman st. Walker and Mew- 
burn-Walker 

Massey, John, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Boot Manufacturer. June 1 
at — the North-Western Railway Hotel, Staffo:d. Turner, New- 
castle 

McCulloch, Eugene Crosby, Liverpool, Corn Merchant. June 7 at3 
at offices of Lawrence and Co, Lord st, Liverpool 

McDonagh, Thomas, Dewsbury, Provision Merchant, June 7 at 10.30 
at offices of Ridgway and Ridgway, Union st, Dewsbury 

McGrath, Daniel, Farnworth, Lancasbire, Plumber. June 7 at 3 at 
offices of Rutter and Finney, Mawdsley st, Bolton 

McKenzie, John, Downham Moerket, Norfolk, Watchmaker. June 3 at 
11 at offices of Copeman, Downham Market 

Melville, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Ale Merchant. June 4 at? 
at cflices of Pybus, Dean st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Metcalfe, Anthony, East Retford, Nottingham, Bookseller. June 7 at 
2.30 at Dick’s Tavern, Fleet st. Marshall, East Retford 

Moore, William Henry, Chipping Wyccmbe, bucks, Chair Maker. 
June 12 at 3 at officesof Rawson, High st, Great Marlow 

Mountain, Mowbray, Swinevhead, Lincoln, Farmer. June 11 at 11 at 
offices of Dyer, Church lane, Boston 

Murray, James Dalton, Manchester, Tailor. June 6 at 3 at offices of 
Horner and Son, Clarence st, Manchester 

Naylor, Tom, Ashted, Birmingham, Patent Malt Manufacturer. June 
1 at 10.15 at offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Bir- 
mingham 

Neal, Henry, Belgrave, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. June 6 at 3 at 
offices of Shires, Market st, Loices'er 

Onoeiin, Dee William, Cannock, Stafford. June llat 11 at offices of 

lover, Wa 

Palmer, William, Upper st, Isliogton, Tobacconist. June 8 at 10.30 at 
offices of Brown, Goswell rd 

Parkinson, Edward John, Hanley, Draper. June 1 at 11.80 at offices 
of Stevenson, Cheapside, Hanle 

Phillips, Joseph, Barns'ey, Shopkeeper. June 6 at 11 at offices of 
Maddison, Church st chambers, Barnsley ' 

Pittman, Eliza, High st, Kensington, Greengrocer, June 6 at 2 at 
offices of Slater, Guildhall chambers. Webb and Co, Argyle st, 


Regent st 

Poole, Alfred, Normanton, Greengrocer. June 7 at 11 at offices of 
Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 

Powle, Littleton, Wolverhampton, Olerk. June8 at 11 at offices of 
Etratton and Rudlard, Queen st, Wolverhampton 











1 
W- 


3 


at 


b2 


at 


Tr. 


sty 





June 1, 1878. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 618 





em oene | 





Powney, Charles Walter, Rodney ri, Walworth rd, Egg Merchant. 
June 4 at 11 at offices of Bilton, Vassall rd, Camberwell New rd 

Prior, Isaac, Wednesbury, Mercanti'e Clerk. June 7 at 11 at offices of 
of Siater avd Maraball, Batcroft, Darlaston 

Prosser, Walter, Leominster, Licensed Victual'er. June 4 at 3 at offices 
of Moore, Corn sq, Leominster . 
e, John Bickerston, Chorley, Lancashire, Ironmonger. June 10 at 
11 at offices of Stanton, High st, Chorley 


Rees, Michael, Tooley st, Borough, Publican. June 12 at 2 at offices 
of Orchard, John st, Bedford row 

Richardson, Joseph, Weston, Chester, Coal Dea'er. June 3 at 10,30 
at offices of Pointon, Market st, Crewe 

Roberts, William, Kingsteignton, Devon, Gamekesper. June 6 ab ll 
at offices of Creed, Courtenay st, Newton Abbot 

Roper, James Swainson, Carlisle, Boot Maker. June 7 at 11 at 3, Car- 
ruthers court, Scotch st, Carlisle. Wannop, Carlisle 

Rowdon, James, jun, Crediton, Devon, Corn Merchant, June 7 at 11 at 
at the Crown and Sceptre Hotel, North st, Exeter, Smith and Co 

Rowe, Thomas, Leadgate, Durham, Baker. June 3 at 12 at 116, High 
at, Stockton-on-Tees. Ri » Newcastle-upon-Tyae 

Rundle, John, Crewe, Grocer. June 14 at 3 at offices of Cooke, Temple 
chambers, Oak st, Crewe 

Sabbage, Henry Hooper, Gracechurch st, Timber Broker. June 13 at 
Sat ottices of Piews and Co, Mark lane 

Saxton, Jobn James, Bedford, Colliery Agent. June 7 at 11 at offices 
of Jessop, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 

Scott, James, jan, Bishop Auckland, Grocer. June 13 at 3 at offices of 
Lingford, Newgate st, Bisho Auckland 

Sedgwick, George, Chesterfield, Commercial Traveller. June 5 at 12 
at offices of Wilson and Clayton, Surrey st, Sheffield 

Shurmer, George Joseph, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Tailor. June | at3 
at offices of Griffiths, Lad lane, Newcastle-under -Lyme 

Simpson, Frederick Harrison, Tudhoe Grange, Durham, Draper. June 
7 at 11 at 8, York st, Manchester. Brace, Bishop Auckland 

Sinay berger, Adolph, Liverpool, Upholsterer. June 12 at 3 at offices 
of Nordon and Mason, Victoria‘st, Liverpool 

Sizer, John, Manningtree, Essex, Spirit Merchant. June 14 at 12 at 
the Packet Hotel, Manningtree. Po:lard, Ipswich 

Smith, Robert Isaac, West Bromwich, Coal Dealer. June 3 at 10.15 at 
offices of Jackson, High st, West Bromwich 

Smith, Samuel Waterhouse, Barnsley, Hosier. June ll at 11 at the 
Queen's Hotel, Leeds, Gray, Barnsley 

Spencer, William, Bursiem, Gilder. June 6 at 3 at offices of Bennett, 
Piccadilly buildings, Hanley 

Spray, Henry, Gainsborougb, Lincoln, Machine Maker. June 5at 11 
at offices of Dye and Kirkup, Bank st chambers, Lincoln. Brogden, 


Lincoln 

Stilwell, Robert, Finsborough rd, South Kensington, Plumber. June 
14 at 3 at the Inns of Court Hote’, Lincoln’s inn fields. Woulfe, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Taylor, John, Old Swinford, Worcester, Innkeeper. June 3 at 10 at 
offices of Collis, Market st, Stourbridge 

Taylor, Richard, Walsall, Chartermaster’s Manager. June 5at 11 at 
offices of East, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Thomas, Evan, Ffinantgandl, Cardigan, Farmer. June 5 at 2 at the 
County Court Office, Lampeter. Lioyd, Lampeter 

Thomas, James, Merthyr Tydfil, Beerhouse Keeper. June 6 at 11 at 
the County Court Offices, Merthyr Tydfil. Phillips, Aberdare 

Thom:on, Kaphael, and Frederick John Vaughan, Frith st, Soho, 
Lithographers. June 5 at 11 at offices of G ing and Chee . 
Farringdon st. Briggs, Great James st, Bedford row 

Thornton, William Winn, Castleford, York, Bookseller. June 4 at 3 
at the Commercial Hotel, Albion st, Leeds. Horner, Wakefisld 

Thorpe, Abraham, and not Taylor, Strétford, Lancashire, Grocer. 
May 28 at 3 at offices of Bu.lock and Worthington, Kennedy st 

Tit'ey, James, Chadsmoor, Stafford, Beer Retailer. June 5 at 11 at 

ces of Glover, Park st, Walea'l 

Todd, William, North Shields, Builder, June 5 at 3 at offices of Fen- 
wick, Saville st, North Shields 

Todhunter, Jeremiah, South Shields, Hotel keeper. June 8 at 11 at 
offices of Keenlyside and Forster, St John’s chambers, Grainger st 
West, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Trotman, Thomas, Chipping Sodbury, Gloucester, Mill r, June 1 at 
12 at offices of Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 

Vicary, James Edward, Roath, Cardiff, Grocer. June 6 at 3 at offices 
of Munn and Kennard, Crockherbtown, Cardiff. Merrils, Cardiff 

Vickeis, Thomas, Greenhill, Derby, Draper. June 10 at 12 at the 
George Hotel, Market place, Sheffield. Stanton, Chesterfield 

Walker, William, Liverpool, Provision Merchant, 
Offices of Et'y, Unity buildings, Lord st, Liverpool 

Walter, George, all st, Wine Merchant. June 13 at 11 at 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Elmslie and Oo, Leadenhall st 

Way, Thomas, ad yl Deven, Carver. June 5 at 3 at offices of 

ooper and Wollen, Cariton House, Torquay 

Webster, Charles Dakeyne, Nottingham, Coal Merchant’s Clerk. 
June 12 at 12 at offices of Cann, Low pavement, Nottingham 

West, Thomas, Rothwell, York, Grocer. June 5 at 3 at offices of 
Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 

Westwood, Thomas, Birmingham, Bellows Pipe Manufacturer. June 
5 at 11 at offices of Parr, Colmore row, Birmingham 

White, Thomas, Railway Arches, Kingsland rd, Timber Merchant. 
June 12 at 2 at offices of Brighten and Parker, Bishopsgate st with- 


out 

Williams, Frank Billingsbey, Bradford, Share Broker. June 3 at 11 
a wee) of Watson and Dickons, Victoria chambers, Market st, 

radfor: 

Wiliams, John Lyal, Cardiff, Draper. June 6 at 2 at offices of Collins, 
Corn st, Bristol. Brittan and Co, Bristol 

Wood, Edward, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. June 6 at 11 at offices 
of Dickinson, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Woodhouse, Charles, Ogley Hay, Stafford, Farmer. June 4 at 3 at 
Offices of Bil}, Bri et, Walsall 

Woolf, Morris, and Woolf, oN Boot and Shoe Manu- 
faciurers, June 5 at2 at offices of Wright, Broad st corner, Bir- 





June 5 at 12 at 


% 0; 
W: ne William, Great Queen st, Westminster, Asphalte Pavement 
of Russell, 


ufacturer, June 7 at 2 at offices Westminster 
inster 


chambers, Weatm 
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Anderton, George, jun, and William James Lester, Manches'er, Oil 
Merchants. June7at4 at offices of Boote and Edgar, Buo:h st. 
Manchester 

Appleyard, Edward, Hartlepoo!, Ironmonger. June 7 at 13 at offices 
of Todd, Town wall, Hartlepool 

Atkinson, William Heaory, Beeston hill, nr Leeds, Waste Merchant. 
June 10 at 3 at offices of Lodge, Park row, Leeds 


Ball, Ambrose William, Luton, Bu‘lder. June 11 at 11 atofices of 
Cordwell Tasman, Serjeants’ inn, Chancery lane. Soargi'l, 


Luton 

Bainbridge, Thomas, Woodhouse Carr, nr Leeds, Provision Dealer. 
June 13 at 3 at offices of Harland, South parade, Leeds 

Barnett, John, Leeds, Foreman. June 8 at 11 at offices of Hardwick, 
Infirmary st, Leeds 

Bartholomew, Joseph, St John the Evangelist rd, Highgate, out of 
business. June 7 at 12 at affices of Norman, Essex st, Strand 

Batch, Jacob Peier, Addington sq, Canberwell, Contractor. June 6 
at 3 at offices of Jenkins, Tavistock st, Strand 

Beardsall, Francis Knowles, Barnsley, Miil Furnisher Merchant. June 
8 at 11 at offices of Binvey and Sons, Queen st, Sheffield 

Bell, Will‘am Ramshaw, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st, J icense@® 
Victualler. June 11 at 2 at ths Cannon st Hotei, Cannon st. Witkins 


and Co 

Bentley, Thomas, Great Grimsby, Furniture Dealer. June ll at 11 at 
offices of Grange and Wintringham, St Mary’s chambers, West St 

mer’ gee Geeat Grimsby 

Birchwood, John, Openshaw, Lancashire, Blacksmith. June 18 at 3 
at offices of Harris, Blue Boar court, Manchester 

Brack, John, Richmond, York, Innkeeper. June 10 at 12 at sffices of 
Hunton, Richmond 

Brewis, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. June 12 at 1i at officas 
of Elsdon, Royal arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Brownlow, Walter, Swannington, Leicester, C i Ageut. June 
12 at 3at the Midland Hotel, Burton-on-Trent. Heatb, Derby 

Bryant, John Henry, Tonsley hill, Wandsworth, Surgeon. Jimne 12 at 
2 at offices of Rogers and Chave, Queen Victoria st 

Burn, George, Westgate, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, out of business. Juse 
11 at the Neville Hotel, Neville st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. stewart, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Chapman, Benjimio, Ivegate, Yeadon, Hairdresser. June 7 at 3 at 
offices of Hewson, East parade, Leeds 

Cockeril!, Eliza, London wall, Licensed Victualler. June 20 at 3 at 
offices of Goldberg and Langdod, West st, Finsbury circus 

Cole, James Astley Clarke, Birmingham, Tailor. June 6 at 10,15 at 
offices of East, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Collins, Charles Fredeicrk,* Wisbech,{ Cambridge, Horse Dealer. June. 
12°at 12 at offices of Ollard, York row, Wisbech ' 

Collins, William George, Hockney rd, Boot Manufacturer. June 13 
at 2 at offices of Spyer and Son, Winchest2r house, Old Broad s5 

Colwell, Frederick Thomas, Brighton, Builder. Juana 12 at 3 at offices 
of hee 9 and Baker, Ship st, Brighton. Nye, Brighton 

Counsel, Walter, Leek, Stafford, Silk Weaver. June 7 at 2 at officas 
of Hacker and Allen, St Edward st, Leek 

Cowland, Charles, Adrian terrace, South Kensington, Bill Discounter . 
June 12 at 3 at the Inns of Court Hotel, Lincoln’s inn fizida. Woulffs, 
Lincoln’s inn fields . 

Curry, Christopher, Darlington, Fruit Merchant. June 11 at 3 at 
offices of Barron, High row, Darlington 


Drnry, James, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Salesman. June 7 at 
12at offices or Sampson, Marylebone rd 


Eden, John Henry, Aston Cantlow, Henley-in-Arden, Licensed 
Victualler. June 11 at 3 at offices of Duke, Temple row, Bir- 
mingham 

Edgley, John, East Dereham, Tile Merchant. June 8 at 12 at offices. 
of Saunders, Quebec st, East Dereham 

Edwards, Henry, Middlesborough, out of business, Jun9]6attl at 
offices of Robson, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough 

Elsom, William, Hackthorn, Lincoin, Tailor. June 12 at 11 at offices 
Page, jun, Flaxengate, Lincoln 

Evans, Evan David, Pembrey, Carmarthen, Draper. June 12 at 2 at. 
offices of Howell, Stepney st, Llaaeliy 

Foreman, Frederick, Warminster, Wilts, Innkeeper. June 13 at 3 at 
offices of Dunn and Payne, King st, Frome 

Freeman, James, Burton-on-Trent, Potato Dealer, June 6 at ll at 
the Clarendon Hotel, Staticn st, Derby. Wilson, Burton-on-Trent 

Garwood, George Edward, Mayall rd, Brixton, Purveyor, June 6 at3 
et 19, Worship st, Finsbury, Featon, Highgate 

Gayton, Samuel, and Jacob Gayton, Trowbridge, Wilts, Chease Factors. 

une 1} at 10 at offices of Clark and Collins, Trowbridge 

Gibbs, John Falxner, Coventry st, Kidderminster, out of business. 
June 8 at 11 at the Talbot Hotel, Stourbridge. Collis, Stourbridge 

Gilbert, Frederick George, Wood st, Cheapside, Draper. June 18 at 
12 at offices of ong, bee Oo, Cheapside. Plunkett, Gutter lane 

Glass, Georg Michael, Warwick gardens, Kensington, Commission 
Agent. June 6 at 3 at offices of Wetherfield, Queen st, Cheapside 

Goddard, John William, Wisbech, Cambridge, Painter. June 11 at 
2.30 at the Great Northern Hotel, Peterborongh. Ollard, Wisbech 

Gottheimer, Marks, Great Alie st, Whitechapel, Cioth Cap Maker. 
June 13 at 3 at offices of Neal, Pinner’s Hall, Old Broad st 

Grassi, Carlo, Gerrard st, Soho, Wine Merchant, Jane 6 at 3 at offices 
of Dunean, Bedford row, Bloomsbury ° 

Green, Joseph, Tredington, Worcester, Farmer. June 15 at 4 at offices 
of Hiron, Shipston-on-Stour 

Hackett, John, Clonbreck rd, Stoke Newington, Builder. Jans 12 at. 
2 at 9, Junction place, Hackney. Phillips, Mark lane 

Hall, Jesse, and Alfred C2oper, Minories, Builders. June 12 at 12 at 
offices of Randall and Angier, Gray’s inn place 

Hampshire, George, Middlesborough, Fruiterer. June 7 atl! atoffices. 
ob. —_ and C2, Gotsford st, Middlesborough. Wilks, Middles- 

0 

Herrington, Henry John, Seething lane, Great To vex st, Wine Cooper. 
June 13 at 2 at officss of Kebbell, Catherine court, Tower hill 

Harris, Thomas, Poutymister, Monmouth, Grocer. June l4 at 12 at 
offices of Gibbs and Llewellyn, Tredegar place, Newport 

tine, John, jun, Wickham place, Lower Clapton, Gaat. Jun3 13: 
at 2 at offices of Naunton, Cheapside 
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“Hey, William John, Wakefield, ont of business. June 10 at at offices 
of Burton, Wood st, Wakefield 

“Hillman, George, Lyncombe Hall, Bath, Coal Merchant. June 7 at 12 
at 10, Somerset buildines 

Hoyland, John, Scarborough, Tailor. June 12 at $ at tne Bull and 
Mouth Hotel, Leeds. Watts, Scarborough 

Hutchinson, Georg>, Acomb, Northumberland, Grocer. June 12 at 12 
at effices of Lockhart, Hexham 


Islip, Charles, Peoge, Surrey, Butcher. June 12 at 2 at offices of: 


Lindus, Cheapside 

Jackson, Thomas, Luston, Hereford, Timber Merehant. June ll at 12 
at offices of Bowles, Mill st, Ludlow 

Johnson, Sidney, Hatton gardan, Manufacturers of Indicators, June 
4 at 3 at offices of Kisch and Co, Chancery Jane 

Jones, John, Porth, nr Pontypridd, Cabinet Maker. June 12 at 10 at 
offices of Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 

Judd, James, Broadway, Turnham Green, Builder. June 6 at 2 at the 
Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Bartlett, Bedford st, Covent 
gerden 

Kautman, Leon, Gracechurch buildings, Gr burch st, C ission 

June 17 at 3 at offices of Leo, Gresham buildings, Basing- 





hal! st 
Keith, Richard Thomas, Brougham rd, Dalston, Shoe Manufacturer. 
June 14 at 3 at offices of Green, Queen st 
Kempe, William, Walter Kempe, and Edward Kempe, Leeds, Cloth 
Finis! ers. Jone 14at 2 at the Griffin Hotel, Boar lane, Leeds. 
Simpson and Barrell 
Kingcome, El za Wilhelmina, Liverpool, Sailmaker. June l4 at 2 at 
Cffices of Duncan and Co, Water st, Liverpool 
Kirklanc, Thomas, Crewe, Wheelwright. June 14 at 11 at the Temple 
chambers, Oak it, Crewe. Cooke 
Lear, James, Burslem, Potato Dealer. June 14 at 11 at offices of Julian, 
Queen’s chambers, Liverpool rd, Burslem 
Lind'ey. Alvars, Naburn, York, Farmer. June 12 at 3 at Abbott's 
Hotel, Tanner row, York. Dale, York 4 
Linklater, Archibald, jan, Middiesborough, Stationer. Jane 11 at 11 
at 34, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Lovell, John Thomas, Newport, Mon, Builder. June 8 at 10 at offices 
of David, Tredegar chambers, Newport 
Mackerzie, Colia Campbell, Newe: stle-upon-Tyne, Draper. June 12 
: 2 at offices of Hoyie and Co, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon- 
ne 
Weaees, Edwin David, Anley rd, Kennington Park, Builder, June 11 
at 2 at offices of Copp, Essex st, Stran 
Maloney, John, New Cross rj, Kent, China Dealer. June 10 at 3 at 
Offices of O'Neil!, Cannon st 
Mannell, Elijah, Litt'e Bolton, Lancashire, out of business. June 18 
at 3 at offices of Taylor and Sons, Mawdsley st, Bolton 
Markusfe!ld, Zigismunt, Wigan, Lancashire, Draper. June 8 at 11 at 
offices of Stuart, King st, Wigan 
Martinson, John, Lincoln, Grocer. June 12 at 10 at offices of Page, 
jun, Flaxengate, Lincela 
Medfo:t, Samuel, Middiesborough, Innkeeper. June7 at 11 at the 
Taltot Hotel, South st, Middlesbsreugh. Peacock, Zetland rd, 
Middiesborough 
Mellows, John. Hucknall, Torkard, Nottingham, Butcher. June 18 
at ae at offices of Brittle, St Peter’s chambers, St Peter’s gat2, Not- 
tinghan : 
Miller, David, Ulverston, Lancashire, Labourer. June 14 at 11 at the 
Temperanc Hall, Ulverston. Park, Ulverston 
Morgan, Henry William, Landport, Hants, Jeweller. June 14 at 12 
at 145, Cheapside. Blake and Reed, Portsea 
Morgan, Mo: gan, Tramrvadside, North, Merthyr ee Poem. Jane 
8 at | at offices of Beddoe, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Morris. Martin, Wigan, Lancashire, Fish Merchant. June 11 at 11 at 
Offices of Wilson, King st, Wigan 
Moss, Ralph, Biacxpoo!, Grocer, June 11 at 10.30 at offices of Dean, 
Lune +t, Preston 
Murray, Wiliam Marr. Jo-eph Bartlett, Joen Callieu, and Alfred 
Thomas Thornthwaite, St John’s eq, Clerkenwell, Engravers. June 
7 at 11 at offices of Crossman, King’s rd, Bedford row 
Nichélson, Rovert Hea'ey, Royalty West, Sunier/and, Grocer. June 
15 at 11 at offices of Skinner, Jokn st, Sunderland 
Nott, Joon Whetter, Mevagissey, Cornwall, Draper. Jane 12 at2 at 
offices of Carlyon and Stephens, Cross lane, St Austell 
Passingham, George, Biacktciars rd, Pablic house Broker, June 8 at 
2 at offices of Parkes, Beaufort buildings, Strand 
Perkins, Trnomas, Blackburn, Leather Dealer. June 13 at 11 at offices 
of Hell, Victoria »t, tHlackburn 
Phillips, Thomas, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Builder. Jane 7 at 4 at the 
Rai'way Hotel, Station rd, Llanelly. Evans, Carmarthen 
Potts, Samuel, Bilston, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Juse 12 at 11 at 
office. of Lanaman, Cuurch st, Bilston 
Price, Elisha, Blackourn, Draper. June 8 at 10.15 at offices of Livesey 
and Taibot, New Market st, Blackburn. Waiton, Biackbarn 
scen, samuel, and Thomas Ramsden, Bolton, Potato Merchants. 
June 12 a: 3 a’ cffices of Richardson, Wood st, Bolton 
Rees, Jovish, Swansea, Fruiterer. Jane 4 at 11 at offices of Hartland 
and Co, Rutla dm, Swansea 
BR , Thomas Joves. Achton, Northampton, Farmer. June 10 at 
tI at offices of Jeffe:y, Market sq, Northamptoa 
Robson, Mich-el, and Thomas Robson, Monkwearmouth, Boat 
Build'rs. Jone 4 at the Queen’s Head bz » Pilgrimage st, New- 
° = ne, in lieu of the Queen’s Hotel, the place originally 
Rogers, George, Pontypool, Boot Manufacturer. June 1! at 12 at 
offices of Tribe and C:., High et, Newpor}. Watkins, Pontypool 
Samuel, Fr: deriek Bev jamin, Mincing Jane, Colonial Broker. June 
14 at I 2at offices of Leslie acd Oo, Frederick’s piace, Cid Jewry. 
Loughber ogh ant Knight, Austin Friars 
Saware, James, O'd Kent rd, Southwark, Bootmaker, Jone 6 at 4 at 
19, Worship * , Finsbury. Fenton, Highgate 
Sebry, George Frederick, Lee, Cricket Bat Manufacturer. June 12 at 
Suimeell, em Semoe pa ** provision M 
immeil, Wit ames, on Merchant. June 12 at 2 
at the Be! Bete], Sadler gate, Derby. Hextall, Derby 
Skellern, Thoma, Tonge, . Jane 18 at 3 at offices 
of Boote and E igar, Booth st, Manchester 





Se ee adatanacencnshanenlannd = 


Smith, Edwin Hutton, Batley Car, Dewsbury, Landscape Gardener. 
June ll at 2.30 at olfices of Ridgway ond Ridgway, Union st, Dews- 


bury ‘ 

Smith, Henry, Three Colts st, Limehouse, Baker. Jane 4 at 2 at offices 
of Morris, Mitre cout. Temple 

Spencer, John, Lower Norwood, Serrey, Timber Merchant. June 11 
at 2 * est Morphett and Hanson, Cheapside. Pettiver, College 
st, College hil 

Sprent, George John, Bridport, Dorset, Draper’s Assistant. June 6 at 
12 at offices of McCarthy, King et, Frome 

Stancliff, Thomas, and Charles Turner, Cricket field rd, Lower Clapton, 
Engineers, June 12 at 11 at offices of Guider, Gresham st. Pet. 
tiver, College st, College hill 

Stephens, Thomas, Golds Green, West Bromwich, Charter Master, 
June 11 at 10 at offices of Rankin, High st, West Bromwich 

Stephenson, Amos, Hovghton-le-Spring, Durham, Draper. June 6 at 
3 at offices of Graham, Jchn st, Sunderland 

Stont, Joseph, Kirkby Lonsdale, Westmoreland, Butcher. June 14 at 
2 at the Royal Hotel, Kirkby Lonsdale. Gregg, Kirkby Lonsdale 

Sturt, William, Kingston-on-Thames, Baker. June 17 at 4 at offices of 
Birchall, Cowper’s court, Cornhill 

Tattersfield, George, and James Walker Tattersfield, Mi'field, York, 
Woollen Manufacturers. June 4 at 2 at the Batley Station Hotel, 
Soothill, Dewstury. Chadwick and Sons : 

Taylor, Henry Hyltor, Middlesborough, Chemist. June 7 at 1 at 
Abbott's Hotel, York. Spry, Middlesborcugh 

Taylor, William, Micdle Hulton, Lancashire, Ironfounder. June 10 
at 3 at offices of Dawson, Wood s!, Bolten 

Thomas, David, Newport, Mon, Auctioneer. June 8 at 3 at Tredegar 
chambers, Newport : 

Thorpe, Henry, York, Saddler. June 14 at 12 at offices of Wilkinson, 
St Helen’s sq, York ' 
Tippetts, Jobn, and Martin Cennor, Liverpool, Grocers. June 1! ata 

at oftices of Evans and Lockett, Commerce chambers, Lord st, Liver. 





pool 

Tipping, Charles, Great Russell st, Bloom:bury, Wine Merchant. June 
8 at 10 at 145, Cheapside, Castle, Poultry 

Tomeett, John, Staplehurst, Kent, Butcher, June 8 at 3 at the King’s 
Head Hotel, Staplehurst. Hinds 

Trowan, Enos, Kidderminster, out of business. June 18 at 3 at offices 
of Roden and Dawes, Bank buildings, Kidderminster 

Turley, Thomas, Sedgley, Stafford, out of business. June 6 at 11 at 
offices of Fellows, Church lane, Tipton 

Vine, Thomas, Swansea, Tobacconist, June 4 at 11 at offices of 
Thomas, York place, Swansaa 

Wainwright, James, Birmingham, out of business, Jun? 7 at 10.15 at 
offices of East, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Whittle, John, Liverpool 1d, Timber Merchant. June 4 at 11 at offices 
of May, Russell aq 

Widdop, Andrew, Bradford, out of business, June 10 at 10 at offices 
of Varley and Co, Hustler ga'e, Bradford. Bever 

Wilcockson, David, Haslingden, Lancashire, Restaurant Keeper. 
June 13 at 3 at offices cf Thompson, Lune st, Preston 

Wilcox, Thomas, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. June 7 at 3 at offices 
of East, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Wolfe, Robert, Wilson st, Finsbury, Trunk Maker, June 6 at 4 at 
offices of Ogle, Worship st, Finsbury sq 

Yardley, Thomas, Norton-in-the-Moors, St»fford, Licensed Victualler, 
2 — at 11 at Queen’s chambers, Liverpool rd, Burslem. Julian, 

ursiem 








. CITY OF LONDON, 


Valvable Freehold Building Site, offering a rare opportunity to trade 
firms a nd capitalists, containing nearly 2,000 superficial feet, suitable 
for the erection of a commanding warehouse or other business pre- 
mises, well placed in the very heart of the City, within a couple of 
minutes of the Mansion House Station. 

M R. F. STATHAM HOBSON will SELL, by 

AUCTION, atthe MART, on WEDNESDAY, JUNE 12th, at 

TWO precisely, the valuable FREEHOLD BUILDING SITE, No. 26, 

Little Trinity-lane, midway between Queen Victoria-street and Upper 

Thames-stre -t, 


May be viewed and particulars, with plans, obtained of 
Mersrs. BILLINGHURST & WOOD, Solicitors, 7, Bucklersbury, 


E.C. 
at the Mart, and et the Auction Offices, 20, Coleman-street, Bank. 





In the High Court of Justice, Chancery Division (Mas‘er of the Rolls) 
—Re Robert Faithful, deceased: Webb v. Ewen, 1077, F. 73.—Berk- 
shire.—To be SOLD D FRED: by 

R. RICHARD FREDERICK TAYLOR (ofthe 
firm of Messrs. Jore*, Lang, & C..), the person a tea by the 

Master of the Rolis to conduct the sale, at tie MART, Tokenhouse- 

yard, E.C.,on MONDAY, JUNE 11th, 1874, at ONE o’closk precisely, 

in two lots, the ADYOWSON and RIGHT of PATRONAGE and PRi- 

SENTATION of the VICARAGE or PARISI CHURCH of WAR- 

FIELD, in the county of Berkshire, two miles and a balf from Brack- 

nell (a station on the London eud South-Western Railway), eight 

miles from Windsor and seven from Maidenhesd, There is an 
excellent vicarage, containing thres sitting rvoms, five bed and two 
secondary bed roome, and two diesing rooms, kitchens, and offices, 

with pleasure grounds, stablinz, two cottages, &c., together with 18 

acres of Glebe land, The income derived from the Paes about 

£212 per annum, and the age of the present incumbent is 60, Also the 

Reetorial or Great Tithes arising from cermin Jands in the same 

parish, comprising abyut 805 acres, and amounting to about £107 8s. 

per anoum, 
Printed particulars ard conditions of sale may be obtained of the 
following Solicitors ;—~ 
W. F. NOKES, Esq., 21, Queen Victorie-street, B.C, ; 
Messrs BEAUMONT and WARREN, 88, Chancety-lane, W.C.; 


W. B. BROOKE, Erq., 1, New-inn, Strang, W.C. ; 
ard of Messrs. jon ue LANG, aod’ CO., the Auctioneers, 5, King- 


street, Cheapside, E.0. 
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; ‘ DENHAM, BUCKS, 9, The REVERSION to ONE-EIGHTEENTH of nearly pany 


“The Tile-house Estate, a most enjoyahle Freehold Residential 
delightfully situate in the parishes of Denham, Iver, and Chalfont St 
Peter, 44 miles from Uxbridge, five from Rickmansworth, and about 
20 mil-s from London by road. It comprises a charming residence, 
4n a position of singular beauty, in a sheltered depression on the 
| othe op bills enelcsing tne rich Valley of the C»Ine, and over- 

king the finely-tim'ered residential p:operties in the valley. The 
residence is approached by a carriage drive, planted on both sides 
with evergreens ard ornamental timb«r, and contains good entrance 
‘ball, dining room, drawing room, ‘hree smaller sitting rooms, com- 
manding fice views, six principal ted rooms, besides dressing 
rocms, snd seven other bed rooms, with ample domestic offices. 
Adjoining the residence are a charming conservatory, a sma'l ° 
covered terrace, stable and coach-house premises, and a small - 
yard, also walled-in kitchen garden, with gar ener’s cottage, and 
all necessary hot-houses, wrap eries, &c., the whole being surrounded 
‘by finely-timb+red park-like grass lands of about 50 acres. The 
-gardecs end pleasure grounds are of a most enjoyable character. 
-Also three farms, with suitab le houses and homesteads, iet to re- 
sponsibie tenants ; and about 160 acres of wood lands, over which 
is we'l known to be some of t he best shooting in the neighbourhood. 
-A valuable right of fishing is attached to the estate. The whole 
comprises about 568 acres, end forms a very compact propeity, 
hardly to be surpassed for the beauty of its sitvation or the character 
~~ sporting and other advantages, considering its proximity to 

‘on. 


ESSRS. DRIVER & CO. will offer to AUCTION 
the above valuable ESTATE, at the MART, London, on 
FRIDAY, JUNE 14, at TWO o'clock precisely (un'ess previously dis- 
posed of by private contract), 
Particulars of 
Messrs. FLADGATE, SMITH, & FLADGATE, Sol’citors, 40, 
Craven-street, Strard; and of 
Messrs. DRIVER & CO., Surveyors, Land Agents, and Auctioneers, 4, 
Whitehall, London. 





REGENT-STREET. 


An Improved long Leasehold Net Rental of £384 18s. a@ year, forming 
&@ most e'igible investment. 


1f ESSRS. DRIVER & CO. will offer to AUC- 


TION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, on TUESDAY, 25th 
JUNE at TWOo’clock precisely (unl ss previously sold by private 
tucract), the abova IMPROVED LEASEHOLD NET RENTAL of 
£384 18s., arising out «f and secured upon the House, Shop, and 
Business Premises, No. 70, Regent-striet; held under lease direct 
from the Crown, for about 40 yerrs nnexpired, at £65 2s. per annum, 
and let for the whole term, less 3 months and 11 days, to Mr, Thierry, 
Bootmaker, at a net rent of £450 per annum, 

Particulars sh.rtly of 
weeny. BASE & FIELD, Solicitors, 12, Quee n-street, Cheapside, 
and o 
Meurs, DRIVER & CO., Surveyors, Land Agents, and Auctioneers, 
4, Whitehall, 8.W. 





a NEXT, ghe Deen 
‘odical Sale of Reversions, Policies, Annuities res tures. 
‘ai Bonds, &c., for JUNE 6. . ’ 


ESSRS. MARSH, MILNER, & CO. will SELL, 

by AUCT:ON, at the GUILDHALL COFFEE HOUSE, on 

THURSDAY NXT, JUNE 6, at TWELVE for ONE o’clock, in the 
following ORDER :— 

1. The ABSOLUTE REVERSION to ONE-SEVENTH of FREE- 
HOLD PROPERTIBS, s'tuate in Clerkenwel!, Hatton-garden, Soho, 
and Mile-end, producing £314 perannum and ot Leasehold Residences 
at Southgate and Wood-green, preduci: ¢ £70 per annum ; and of £498 
New Three per Cents., receivable on decease ot a lady now aged 73. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Armstrong and Lumb, 33, Old Jewry. 

2, ONE-FOURTH of one fall and «qual part or SHARE, the whole 
being divided into 30 shares, in FULHAM and PUTNEY BRIDGE. 
~Solicitors, Messrs, Siaden and Mackenzie, Delahay-street, Westmin- 

, 5.W. 

3. The REVERSION to ONE-NINTH of £11,103 6s. 84. NEW THREE 
per CENT. ANNUITIES, of £18,138 17+. 1'd. India Four per Cents., 
and of £153 16s, 5d. New Three per Cent, Annuities, expectant on the 
decease of a ludy now aged 71, provided a lady now aged 33 survives 
her.—Messrs. Sopher and Rundle, 74, Cole.nan-street. 

4. The ABSOLUTE REVERSION to ONE-THIRD of £2,372SCINDE, 
PUNJAUB, and DELHI «AIL WAY STOCK, receiva»le on the decease 
ofagentleman now aged 59.—Solicitors, Messrs. G. F. and M, Reoper, 
17, Lincoln’s-inn -fie ds, 

5. An OLD POLIOY for £499, in the Argus Life Assurance Company, 
‘on the li'e of a gotieman now aged 60. Annual premium £1) 13s, 4d, 
~Solicitor, N. S rdain, Esq., 45, Ludgate-hill, 

6. The | IFE INTEREST ofa gentleman, now aged 71, in £160 per 
@inum, derived ‘rom £4,000, invested on mortgage of a freehol.l estate 
in Norfolk, expectant on the decease of a lady, now aged 66, provided 
he survives her; «leo a Policy for £1,000, and bonus additions of £590, 
n the life of the above gentleman, in the University Life Arsurance 

oh An: u:l premium £29 17s. 6d.—Solicitors, Messrs. Conquest 
and Clare, Bedte 

7. The ABSOLUTE REVE RSION to the £4,000 refe: red to atove, 

vable on the decease of the survivor of the above-men- 
Sonal ety and gentleman .—Solicitors, Messrs. Conquest and Clare, 


8. The ABSOLUTE REVERSION to ONE-FIFTH of £7,156 10s. 91. 
IA FOUR per CENTS., to the credit ofa suit of Green v, Angell, 
and One-fifth of £2,000 sterling, receivab’e on the decease of a lady 
how in her 59th yeur.—Solicitore, Messrs. Hunter, Gwatkin, and Co., 
No, 9, New-square, Linooln's-inn. 





invested on Mcrtgage and in Consols, ons moiety’ thereof receiva> 
upon the death of a lacy now in her 57th year, A ths phe sensi ts J 
eee woe ime death Pe 2 oe | a 5.¥, survivor of her 
ree sisters, aged respectively and 54. R.¢. 
Esq., 14, Bediord-row. suai Seite 
10. A very OLD POLICY fcr £250, and bonuses amounting to $21 7s. 
a the Wott of om Life Office, on the lite of a pte te now in 
year. Annual premium £5 17s. 6d.—Solicit Messrs, Plews, 
Irvine, and Hodges, 79, Mark-lane, E.C. ie - 
11 to 15. FIVE DEBENTURES in Drury-lane Theatre, terminable 
in the year 1896. The last annug! dividend was £11 17s, 6d. 
Particulars at 54, Cannon-street. 





MUSWELL HILL. 
Close to the Railway Station and the Alexandra-park.—A 
able detached Family Resid 1 park.—A comfort- 


; With pc 


MESSES. PRICKETT, VENABLES, & CO. will 
SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, Cit 
on THURSDAY, JUNE 13th, at TWO o’clock precisely, by dire. 
tion of the Executors of the late Richard Clay, Esq., deceased 
(unless in the meantime ~— of by Private Contract), the ex- 
cellent detached FAMILY RESIDENC#, known as Park Lodge, 
most desirably situate at the foot of Muswell-hill, at the corner of 
the principal carriage entrance to the Alexandra-park. It contains 
six bed rooms, three sitting rooms, kitchen, three water-closets, and 
good domestic offices ; — front and rear. Held upon lease for 

an unexpired term of about 82 years, at a low ground-rent. 

Particulars can be obtained at the Auction Mart, City ; of Messrs. 
Manton & Morris, Solicitors, 3, Lambeth-hill, City; and of Messrs. 
Prickett, Venables, & Co., Auctioneers and Surveyors, 62, Chancery- 
lane, and Barnet, 








POTTER’S BAR. 
Between Barnet and Hatfield.—Valuable Freehold Building Land. 
ESSRS, PRICKETT, VENABLES, & CO. will 


SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhonuse-yard, Bank. 
on THURSDAY, JUNE 13th, at TWO o’clock precisely, in One Lot 


+ (unless peerionsi disposed of by Private Contract), aboutsix acres 


of FREEHOLD BU ING LAND, well situate near the vi 
Potter’s-bar, possessing a frontage of about 260 feet upon the Great 
North-road, in a rapidly-increasing neighbourhcod, and offering 
every facility for conversion igto a very valuable building estate. 

May be viewed, and particulars obtained at the Mart, City; of 
H. J. Godden, Esq., Solicitor, No. 21, Lime-street-chambers, Lime- 
street, E.C.; and of Messrs. Prickett, Venables, & Co., Auctioneers, 
&c., 62, Chancery-lane, W.C., and Barnet, Herts. 





FOREST HILL, PECKHAM, AND DULWICH. 
By order of the Mortgagee.—Secure long Leasehold Investments. 
ESSRS. PRICKETT, VENABLES, & CO. will 
SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, City, 
on THURSD ¥, JUNE 13, at TWO precisey, in Eight Lots, b: ~ A 
of the Mortgagee, the desirable long LEASEHO PROPERTY, 
comprising Nos. 16, 17, 20, 21, and 22, Wynell-road, Perry-vale, 
Forest-hill, Kent; Nos. 1, 3, 5, 7, and 9, Bell-gardens-road (late Nos. 
1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, Westcott-terrace), Peckham, Surrey; and Nos. 19, 
20, and 25, Lett-street, Herne-hill, Surrey ; the whole lexcepting one 
house) being let, and estimated to produce an rental of 
about £400 per annum. Held under separate leases, at low ground- 
rents. 

May be viewed by permission of the tenants, and particulars ob- 
tained at the Auction Mart, City; of Messrs. Elwes & Sharpe, 
Solicitors, No. 8, Furnival’s-inn, Holborn ; and of Messrs. Prickett, 
Venables, & Co., Auctioneers and Surveyors, 62, Chancery-lane, and 
Barnet, Herts. 





POTTER’S BAR, MIDDLESEX. 
On the borders of Herts.—Freehold Residence and Land ; with pos- 


session. 
MESSRS. PRICKETT, VENABLES, & CO. have 
received instructions to SELL, by AUCTION, at the aay 
Tokenhouse-yard, Bank, E.C., on THURSDAY, JUNE 13th, at TW 
o’clock precisely (unless previously disposed of by Private Contract » 
the well-built, detached FREEHOLD FAMILY RESIDENCE, known 
as Park House, Little Heath, Potter’s-bar, standing in its own gro 
and being the highest spot in the district, commanding very fine 
views, on a bed of gravel, with plenty of water. The house is ap* 
proached by a carri sweep, and contains large dining and draw- 
ing rooms, library, five bed rooms, bath room (with hot and cold 
water laid on), good kitchen, dairy, larder, wine and beer cellars, 
and other offices. It is surrounded by a and planted 
a large walied-in kitchen garden, orc , and a paddock. 
t the rear is an inclosed stable-yard, with separate way from the 
public road, two-stall stable, coach house, loose box, cow-shed, 
gery, fowl-house, &c., the premises altogether containi about 
acres, being in perfect order, and of the estimated annua value 
2250. The charming village of Potter’s-bar, being famous for its 
position and pretty country, and the property situate within 
10 minutes’ walk of the railway station, make it well worthy the 
attention of gentlemen having business in London and anxious to 
receive the benefit of a country residence May be any day 
by application between the hours of 11 and 6 o’clock (except Sun- 


‘ the Mart, London; of B. Ha 
Particulars may be obtained at the 4 same, 


., Bolicitor, Throgmorton-street, B.C ; and at the offi 
a oe eokctt, enables, & Co., Auctioneers and Surveyors, 6, 
Chancery-lane, W.C., and Barnet, Herts. 
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HERTS: THORLEY. 

About two miles from the salwar 8 station and market town of 
Bishop's Stortford.—A small, modern detached Freehold Residence, 
with half an acre of pleasure grounds and about 31 acres of free- 
hold land, with farmhouse, cottages, and h admirably 
an bfee an accemmodation or dean farm.—By direction of 

, who is leaving the neighbourhood. 


TESSRS. PRICKETT, VENABLES, & OO. will 



















will S®LL, by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, City, 
on Lr net Y a. a "TWO o'clock precisely, in One Lot (un- 
less previous], 7 & f by Private Contract), the comforta le, 
well-buils RESIDENCE, Sayen as Whitelands, erected about four 





ion, with half an acre 





years since for the present proprietor’s ocew 
of pleasure grounds, situate at Thorley, on e road from Porta 
worth to Great possession of which can be obtained 0: 
completion of the purchase ; likewise about 31 acres of sound oxebie 
and small part pasture land, ‘known as Burnt House Farm and Lamb’s 
Farm, upon which are two comfortable farmhouses, three —, 
farmyards, and homesteads, let to Mr. William gy an excellent 
tenant, at a low rent, but = hone can be determined at 
Michaelmas, a if wished. Fi gyh ne y, being all freehold and 
situate in a good hunting district, about 50 suinutes’ ride by rail from 
London, is worthy the attention of gentlemen and others seeking a 
pleasure or accommodation 

May be viewed, and particulars obtained on the premises; at the 
usna! Inns in the neighbourhood; at the Auction Mart, City; of 
Messrs. Bell & Steward, Solicitors, 49, Lin 




















' coln’s-inn-fields ; and of 
} Messrs. Prickett, Venables, & ~. Auctioneers and Land ‘Agents, No. 
i 62, Chancery-lane, and Barnet t, 













EAST BARNET. 


Surplus Property of the Great Northern Cemetery Company.—To 
—— alkentaes, Mannfacturers, Land Speculators, and 


ESSRS. PRICKETT, VENABLES, & CO. will 
SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, mg 









on TUESDAY, ULY 16, at "TWO 0 ’clock precisely, in One Lot, b: 

; direction of ‘the Great Northern ees Company, abou 
47a. 2r. ed valuable FREEHOLD BUILDING LA} , desirabl 
situate a 





midway between the New Southgate and Oakleigh-par 
Stations, with extensive Somme upon the public road leading 
aes now Son to East Barnet, and partly abutting in the rear 

the Great Northern Railway, the distance from London being 
a mt seven miles. For bric purposes this property is 
admirably adapted, there being an abundance of brick earth as well 
as wane, which could be profitably utilized without deteriorating 
the value for building, while to pogo desirous of erecting manu- 
facturing or business ‘premises, r otherwise building on a lar, 
scale, the position is undeniable, as probably ements could 
made with the Great Northern Rail Railway Company for granting faci- 
lities for bringing material on to the land. There is a small residence, 
chapel, lodge, and other buildings, likewise some valuable thriving 
shrubs, plantations, ornamental and timber-like trees on the pro- 
perty, which will be included in the sale. Possession can also be 
obtained upon completion of purchase, 

May be viewed, and particulars obtained at the principal Taverns 
in the neighbourhood; at the Auction Mart, Pity Pe Messrs. 
———: Sex Leote Venta ee 19, ,Bedford-row, W.C. ; and 

essrs. ena 0., Auctioneers Land Agents, 
62, Chancery-lane, ‘and Barnet, Herts. : 










si cai 

















SHEPHERD’S BUSH. 
Long Leasehold Investments on the Asken Estate. 


MESSRS. PRICKETT, VENABLES, & CO. will 
SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, City, on 





TUESDAY, © ioe at Ryo igrclock » in Four Lots 
iy Private soon | ” the desirable 

ftom porionty PERTY, comprising the excellent, Soe gn 
residence, No. 2, Ashch urch-grove, and 26, Ash- 





church-grove, and No. 2, Ashchurch-terrace, Shepherd’ 8- bush, the 
pod pad moderate No. 22, Aceenorsageors, | Ue 
whic band, and possession € on completion 

chase. Held eek conor from the frecholder, at nominal 










seteioed at the ne 8, Great 
veagrcee & 5 Ss A 
Chancery-lane, and Barnet, 


SUSSEX AND a ee 
The Forest Lodge Estate,a charming Residential Property, in the 
ul and healthy neighbourhood of Li pouk two from 
the station, one and a half bour’s joursey Troe Lon 
miles from Petersfield and Madncees 
taansion, with all modern sppliances for oralins aad 
including gas works, with about 140 acres of inclosed 
and mancrial rights over the large tract of waste lands (about 630 
a jake of ee 2 ae im of weadhcaen tiara io 
oF ( ‘ont 
om completion of the purchase. ett: 
yess. DEEKS, GIBBS, & CO. are favoured with 
weatractions te BELL. AY Owe te , at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
yard, EC, om THURS JUNE 12, 1976, at Two o’e pre- 
Jiay tn Omelet (alate pevviond ya A by Pri 
the above singularly attractive 
om, mos conveniently arranged either for # large 


Poor Agents, 62, 























Comch-houses, and serv: 
built in character with the sansion, and, at » convenient 











veral cottages and very superior farm premises, pleasurg 

studded with magnificent timber, shrubberies, nursery 
grounds, flower and kitchen gardens in excellent order, and ev 
accessory for residential enj ent, with sporting rights of a hig 
o- and within easy reach of Lord Leconfield’s and the Hambledon 

ounds. It is equal in value to freehold, n Of the estate. 
which is not old held for a term of nearly 10,000 years, 
at the rent of aredrose. It is for the most part free of tithe and 
land-tax, and combines all the attractions of a residential and sport- 
ing domain, with a large area of wild and well-timbered open land, 
together with a most enjoyable pleasure farm. 

Particulars, with plans and views of the mansion, may be had at 
the Mart; of ge Maples, Teesdale, & Co., Solicitors, er Freder- 
ick’s-place, Old Je 3; and of the Auctioneers, 20, Spring- 
gardens, and 1364, W urne-terrace, Hyde-park, W. 





U; rice, £8,700.—North Devon, in the parish of a 
Paes ret: ection from Didaterd, Gnd eight trea: Holwortay. 


ESSRS. DEEKS, GIBBS, & CO. have venaieal 

instructions from the Mortgagees to ale by Mae ee at the 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on THURS DAY, JUNE 13th, 1878, 
at TWO o’clock precisely, in One Lot, a very valuable FREBHOG 
ESTATE of 532 acres, with a capital Residence, known as Lym 
scott, together with a good farm homestead and premises; also 
Brexworthy and Stowford Farms, and the rent-charges in lieu of 
tithes, apportioned at £15 per annum, on the Lympscott. portion of 
the estate; the whole let to —- tenants, at rents which may be 


considered merely nominal. The estate is in a good spo! country, 
and is very com , and there are some very thriving plantations 
of larch and other trees of an to insure a profit by judicious. 


. Ata anal outlay it might be made available for the 
residence of a gentleman, and it offers an exceedingly good or 
tunity for investment, and will doubtless be much increased in 
ba the agonal to Holsworthy, now in course of souuruchiont tl 
comp 

Particulars, with plans, may be had of Messrs. Jas, Taylor, Mason, 
& Taylor, Solicitors, No. 15, Furnival’s-inn, E.C.; at the Mart; and 
of Messrs. Deeks, Gibbs, & Co., Surveyors, 20, Spring- gardens, 8. W., 
and 136, Westbourne-terrace, W. 





HYDE PARK, GLOUCESTER GARDENS, 


A desirable Town Residence, in thorough repair, and read 
panos tea occupation; with possession on completion o bod 


pure. 

ESSRS. DEEKS, GIBBS, & CO. are instructed 
to SELL, ees at the MART, E.C., on THURSDAY, 
13th JUNE, at O o’clock, the conveniently-arranged FAMILY 
RESIDENCE, No. 60, Gloucester-gardens, situate in a favourite 
——, approached ed from the main road by a carriage drive, with 
in the front and garden in the rear, within a few minutes’ 
pos of Gey and and Kensington- ens, and very accessible 
ity and West-end. The house is in excellent repair 
throughout. It is held on lease for a term, of which about 62 years. 
are unexpired, at a moderate ground-rent. The whole of the 

excellent modern furniture may be taken at a valuation. 


Particulars of Messrs. Bray & Warren, Solicitors, 99, Great Russell- 
street ; or of the Auctioneers, 136, Westbourne-terrace, W., and 20; 
Spring-gardens, 8.W. 










LIVERPOOL. 

To Trustees and Capitalists.—Freehold Groun¢-rent of £1,000 a year 

net, derived from the handsome and spacious building at the corner 
of Cook-street and North John -street. 


ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD wild 
SELL, atthe MART, on TUESDAY NEXT, JUNE 4th, at — 

a valuable and well-secured FREEHOLD GROUND-RENT of £1,000" 
per annum, offering to trustees a most eligible investment. The 
pemperly from which it is derived consists of a handsome, new stove 
building. It is situate in the very centre of the office locality of 
eee, near the Exchange, ne the Law Association Roomy 
National Bank. Part of the building is let for a term of 10 
ears, at £340 0a ores’ a portion of the ground floor for 14 years ab 
400 a year; and the rest cf the building is for the most part let for 
sre or seven yea.s; 60 that the total present rental is about £2,500 a 


= Partiealars of Messrs, Richardson, Oliver, cote, & Billson, 
Solicitors, 10, Cook-street, Liverpool ; at the Mart ; and of Messrs. 
Edwin, Fox, &B , 99, G street, Bank, E. C, 








The Mount Grace Estate, in the gee of South Mimms, about half s 
mile from the Potter’s-bar Station, on the main line of the Great 
Northern Railway.—A charming Freehold Leterseres 4 = Building 
Estate (with great present and p Ine) of about 
61 acres, for the most part parkelike in character, pooh ‘craamentally 
pesmi having “ne and substantial residence, containing 

every dation for 1 ’s family, hevieg three recep- 
tion rooms, billiard room, » eight bed rooms, tted. bath room, ym 
convenient domestic officer, conservatory, and greenhouses 
tached laundry, with hot and cold water; stabling for two Bsn 
conch-house, srmyard, with st»bling for five horses, cart sheds, cow 
houses, &c, The promt include oreamonnaly planted Jawn, with 
parterres and well gravelled walks, walled a garden, and 
orchard, Ld ae is oll very fertile meadow -_ —_ and has 
command) ages to capital roads, afford Iding sites 
for the be ion 0 appreperene houses withou Fre abory to the en- 
Joyment of the residence and its grounds. 


Mss EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD will 
SHLLL, at the MART, on Mh di th Ht aie 14, at TWO; 
Lot, the shove valuable FREEH OLD 
* Petaes of Mevere. Waltons, babb 
Groat Winchestor-street BO. and of 
field, 99, Gresham-str Ban "sag 








Solicitors, 19, 
fd Wali Fox & Bous- 
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